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CHAPTER 3: GEOMORPHOLOGY

BACKGROUND

The contact geology of the San Juan River Basin rangesin age from Precambrian to Holocene. The
lithology at the headwaters of the San Juan Mountains is primarily crystalline, igneous, and
metamorphic. Sedimentary sandstone, siltstone, and shale of both marine and continental origin
underlie the lower river reaches found in the study area (Thompson 1982). Much of the floodplain
and adjacent terraces within the study area are overlain by quaternary sand, gravel, and cobble
deposits. Thesealluvia deposits were derived from the resistant igneous and metamorphic rock of
the river headwaters, thereby providing a rich source of durable cobble throughout the study area
(Miser 1924, O'Sullivan et al. 1957). The active sediment load (bedload and suspended sediment)
in the system mainly originates from the highly erodible sedimentary rock and aolian sand deposits.

The geomorphology of the system is heavily influenced by the large sediment load resulting from
highintensity storm runoff on the un-protected, highly erodiblewatershed, primarily south and west
of Navajo dam.. The first mgjor sediment source in the study area, Canyon Largo, occurs 19 mi
downstream of Navajo Dam. The frequency of similar ephemeral tributaries with high sediment
loads increases downstream, thereby disproportionately increasing total sediment load relative to
flow in the main river. Theresult is an extremely high sediment load in the lower reaches of the
river. Thislarge, active sediment load in the lower river plays an important role in the formation
and maintenance of instream habitat.

Both flow and sediment load have varied over time, due both to natural climatic cycles and man’'s
influence. These changes have altered the sediment transport regimein the system with alternating
periodsof deposition and scour. Thishistory and itsinfluence on channel form have been examined
and are reported here.

The geomorphology varies considerably in the study area. Whilethe gradient does not vary greatly,
it is generally steeper in the upper portion of the river and flatter in the downstream portion,
gradually changing over thefull reach (Figure 3.1). Thelower 110 km and upper 15 km are canyon
bound, while the middle section flows through valleys of varying width. Some cobble existsin the
substrate throughout the study reach, with the exception of the lower 16 miles, but the percent
composition relative to sand decreases with distance downstream. Through the valley reach, the
system is primarily characterized as anastomosed or multi-channeled, with heavy to moderate
riparian vegetation, moderate slope, and low channel sinuosity. Human-induced impacts include
enhancement of riparian vegetation dueto irrigation return flow, elevated groundwater adjacent to
irrigated lands, and the presence of five diversion dams between RM 140 and RM 180 which affect
bed elevation. The details of the variation in geomorphological characterization are provided asa
result of studies described in this Chapter.
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OBJECTIVES

Historical Analysis of Fluvial Morphology

It has been hypothesized by those that have studied the endangered fish in the San Juan River, that
amajor contributor to the decline of the species has been the loss of the natural flow regime and its
effect upon habitat for the endangered fish (SJRIP, 1991). An understanding of the nature of the
fluvial morphology of the river prior to regulation by Navajo Dam and the change associated with
regulation is helpful in testing this hypothesis. The objective of the historical analysis of fluvial
morphology of the San Juan River isto determine changes that have occurred over time as aresult
of natural forces and man’sinfluence in the basin, including regulation by Navajo Dam.

Geomorphological Characterization

Theentireriver from Navajo Dam to L ake Powell does not likely respond the sameto flows. Toaid
in the understanding of response, geomorphologically distinct reaches were defined to refine the
characterization of the river.

Channel Geometry Analysis

A key objective of the seven year research study wasto determinetheresponse of the San Juan River
Channel morphol ogy to hydrographic conditions resulting from the range of research releasesfrom
Navajo Dam. (SJRIP, 1995 Thelong range plan). One of the responses dealswith the changein the
channel geometry asaresult of thevarioustest flows. Thechannel geometry studieswere compl eted
to determinethe general response of the channel intermsof depth, width and complexity, to the new
flow regime.

Cobble Substrate Characterization

The production of clean cobble for spawning areasis dependent upon entrainment of cobble during
high flow periods just prior to spawning and deposition of the cobble under conditions that allow
it to be placed relatively cleanly, without significant sand and finestofill theinterstitial spaces. An
important part of determining flow requirementsfor the endangered fish speciesisan understanding
of the conditions required to entrain cobble of the size necessary for proper spawning. To fully
understand the process, the size of the substrate to be moved and the hydraulic conditions required
to move it must be determined and compared to the conditions that exist at critical locationsin the
river.
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Suspended Sediment Analysis

Changesinthehydrology of asystem changethe sediment transport regime. Sediment concentration
measurements during runoff were made to allow comparison of the new sediment transport
conditions during runoff to the change in cross-section measurement. Secondarily, the sediment
concentration data were compared to historic data for validation.

METHODS

Historic Analysis of Fluvial Morphology

Historical aerial photography has been obtained from the 1930's, 1950's, 1960's and 1980's. No
single flight was available for any one year, so aerial photography from multiple years in close
proximity were used to obtain full coverage for a given time period. The flight years and river
coverage are provided in Table 3.1 for each of the four time periods. The analysis was completed
for geomorphol ogical reachesthreethrough eight. Reaches one and two are canyon bound, were not
expected to exhibit changes in channel morphology and were not included in the analysis. Of the
six reaches analyzed, four (reaches three through six) are within the critical habitat for the
endangered fish.

Thisaerial photography wasoptically registered to 4:1 enlargementsof USGS quad sheet base maps.
The bankfull river channel was hand plotted in the rectification process and then digitized for
analysis. The data were processed in ArcCad, a geographic information system extension for
AutoCad that produces Arcinfo coverages. Cross-tabulations of island area, island count and
channel area by river mile were produced for analysis.

Water surface area could not be compared due to the range of flowrates at which the photography
wastaken. Analysiswaslimited to acomparison of the bankfull channel area, island areaandisland
count as a measure of change in channel capacity and complexity. Unfortunately, channel
complexity during low flow conditions could not be compared since much of the photography was
not obtained during low flow conditions.

Geomorphological Characterization

Observations over the past three years of field work and data review indicate variability in the
geomorphological characteristics of the San Juan River between Navajo Dam and Lake Powell. It
was theorized that channel morphology and aquatic habitat may respond to hydrologic conditions
differently indifferent sectionsof theriver. Therefore, defining reachesthat are geomorphologically
distinct could aid in analysis of the system to better understand the response to the hydrograph.

Forty-nine individual data sets in eight categories were developed. These data sets were used to
define distinctly different river reaches.

Hydrology/Geomorphology/Habitat Final Report Chapter 3
February 25, 2000 3-4 Geomorphology
- return to
m

previous next Main Menu



Table of

Contents
Table 3.1. Aerial photography coverage by river mile used in the historical analysis for
the periods 1935-1937, 1950-1952, 1959-1962, and 1986-1988.
1935-1937 Series* 1950-1952 Series
Flow Rate at Flow Rate at
Photo closest gage Photo closest gage
Date RM (cfs) Date RM (cfs)
1935 66-77 N/A 02-Oct-52 66 1,000
1934 77-97 N/A 04-Nov-52 67-69 461
1935 94-224 N/A 01-Oct-52 70-72 1,040
14-Oct-52 73-75 579
26-Jun-50 76-96 2,200
28-May-55 97-98 4,780
04-Sep-52 99-102 816
07-Oct-52 103-106 714
11-Nov-52 107-111 768
04-Sep-52 112-118 816
26-Jun-50 119-120 534
14-Sep-52 121-125 607
22-Aug-52 126-132 607
06-Oct-52 133-134 930
15-Aug-52 135-141 607
28-Nov-50 144-158 828
28-Nov-50 159-176 350
12-Nov-50 177-190 224
28-Nov-50 191-201 216
12-Nov-50 202-223 324
28-Nov-50 224 216
1959-1962 Series 1986-1988 Series
Flow Rate at Flow Rate at
Photo closest gage Photo closest gage
Date RM (cfs) Date RM (cfs)
28-Aug-59 66-75 1,270 28-May-88 66-99 1,700
06-Sep-61 76-93 697 28-May-88 100-129 1,680
06-Sep-59 94-99 238 28-May-88 121-150 1,610
28-Aug-59 100-106 1,270 14-Jun-86 151-158 5,180
31-Aug-59 107-113 730 14-Jun-86 159-169 5,770
06-Sep-59 114-116 238 18-Jun-86 171-180 5,630
14-Aug-62 117-158 395 18-Jun-86 181-193 1,750
14-Aug-62 159-180 526 17-Jun-86 194-202 1,510
14-Aug-62 181 597 18-Jun-86 203-214 1,750
17-Aug-62 182-199 345 29-Jul-86 215-224 3,230
24-Aug-62 200-224 315
* Dates of 1934-1935 photography not available to determine flow rate
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River Valley Geometry

Valley width was determined utilizing generalized geology maps of the basin prepared by USGS
1965, USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps and 1986-1988 aeria photography. The boundary of the
aluvial San Juan River valley was mapped on the USGS quadrangle base utilizing the generalized
geology maps as the first level of interpretation with elevation break and aerial photography
interpretation asthe means of refinement. The boundary definition used asarefinement to the small
scale geology maps was the existence of bedrock at the edge of the valley defined by two adjacent
20 ft contours with verification of this boundary with aerial photography. The valley boundaries
were digitized into the GIS system and the mean width per river mile computed.

Below RM 68, the valley width was taken as the width of the water surface at the highest flowrate
for which habitat mapping was completed (approximately 257 m*/sec (9,090 cfs)). For thiscanyon
bound reach, thisis areasonabl e approximation of valley width and allows extension of the data set
for the full length of the study area.

Channel Contact Geology

In November 1994 river channel contact geology was mapped from the confluence of the Animas
and San Juan rivers (RM 181) to the beginning of the canyon reach at the Chinle Creek confluence
(RM 68). The mapping was not comprehensive, but consisted of mapping the location and extent
of cutbanks along the main channel and then identifying the material in these cutbanks. Cutbanks
weredefined asvertical or near vertical banksexhibiting erosional characteristics. Layered material
was noted with each layer being characterized as one of the classifications shownin Table 3.2. In
addition, any channel contact with bedrock or talus slopes was also noted. Mapping cutbanks not
only alowed an assessment of the longitudinal distribution of cobble, gravel, sand and bedrock
contact, but an assessment of channel stability aswell.

Contact areas were mapped from aboat by visually noting the beginning and ending of cutbanks or
bedrock contact and marking these locations and the classifications on prints of aerial videography
flown 8 November 1994. Thisinformationwastransferred to scal erectified base mapsby projection
and the lengths measured for each segment. A database of the length of each contact type by river
mile was constructed for data analysis.

Riparian Vegetation

Riparian vegetation was identified and mapped from the confluence of the Animas and San Juan
Rivers(RM 181) to the confluence of Chinle Creek (RM 68) during November 1994. The base map
used consisted of prints of the November 1994 videography at a nominal scale of 1:3000.
Vegetation complexes were categorized as shown in Table 3.3. Three density ranges of each
vegetation type were categorized. V egetation complexes were delineated on the aerial videography
prints based on interpretation of the videography and ground inspection. Complexes were mapped
that could be identified from the river side as the mappers floated past, extending the range away
from theriver by
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Table 3.2. Stream channel contact geology descriptions used in mapping.
Code Description Code Description
S Sand, 2mm and smaller RR Riprap stabilized
SGr Sandy Gravel, > 25% gravel BR Bedrock stabilized
SCb Sandy Cobble, > 25% cobble BR + SS sandstone
Gr Gravel , <3" diameter BR + SiS siltstone
GrS Gravelly Sand, < 25% gravel BR + Sh shale
Cb Cobble > 3" diameter TA Talus stabilized
GrCb Gravelly Cobble, < 25% gravel

Table 3.3. Vegetation types and codes used in mapping riparian vegetation.

Percent Cover

Vegetation Type 1-25% 26-75% 76-100%
Code
Cottonwood Canopy 1 2 3
Russian olive canopy 4 5 6
Tamarisk canopy 7 8 9
Willow canopy 10 11 12
other tree species 13 14 15
upland herbaceous understory 21 22 23
upland shrub understory 24 25 26
wetland herbaceous understory 27 28 29

common visual signature on the video prints. This method limited the extent of mapping possible
to something lessthan the full flood plain. However, the width of coverage was sufficient to allow
assessment of the riparian vegetation that could potentially influence channel pattern and riverine
habitat.

The delineated vegetation polygons were optically projected onto the same base map set used for
habitat registration and then digitized for analysis in the GIS system. Since the full extent of
riparian vegetation was not mapped, a method of standardization was needed to allow analysis of
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longitudinal distribution. A 30 meter wide band on either side of the main channel was selected as
the standard. In braided locations one channel was selected that represented the main channel at
about 28 m®/sec (1,000 cfs). In areas of small islands, the outer channel banks became the
boundaries and the vegetation on theislands excluded from analysis, leaving just the 30 meter band
of vegetation on either side of the channel.

To assess distribution of plant species, the percent density (midpoint of the mapping category) was
multiplied by the area of all polygons that contain that species or type and extracted from the
database by river mile. Therefore the analysis reflects both extent and density in a lumped term.
However, the area and density are preserved separately in the database if needed.

Channel Gradient

Channel gradient was determined from USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps. 1t was assumed that the
general channel gradient was constant between contour intervals. Channel slope by river milewas
computed by linear interpolation between contour intervals. While channel slope calculated in this
manner isnot accuratelocally, it reflectsthe average slope of longer reaches of river with acceptable
accuracy. For the purpose of defining the average slope of a selected river reach, the method is

appropriate.

Channel Pattern

Channel pattern was assessed by measurement of two parameters: sinuosity and braiding. Sinuosity
is defined as the length of the thalweg of theriver divided by the length of the valley trend. Valley
trend was determined from USGS 7.5 minute quadrangle maps on which the valley boundaries had
been drawn. The valley trend line was drawn centered in the river channel but aligned with the
genera trend of the valley. This line was digitized and the length of the line per river mile
determined. In computing sinuosity a moving 3-river mile length of channel from the 1992
digitization was divided by a moving 3-river mile length of valey trend. In the canyon, the valley
trend was taken as the same length as the channel, since the river cannot meander inside the valley
constraints. Inthelower 14 mileswherethethawegismeandering in the sand bottom, the sinuosity
isunder-estimated, but it is still very close to 1.0 because of the narrow confines of the meander.

Channel complexity wasassessed by measurement of island areaby river mile. Inasmuch asisland
area and channel complexity vary with flowrate, island area was assessed at each of the flowrates
for which habitat was mapped. The average values at high (June 1993, 1994), intermediate (July
1993) and low flows (November 1992, October 1993, and August 1994) were computed and these
averaged data sets used in analysis.

Tributary Influence

For thefull length of the river from Navajo Dam to L ake Powell, the location and type of tributaries
was noted. All perennial tributarieswere identified and the river mile and side of river entry noted
in the database. 1n addition, major ephemeral tributaries, those contributing substantial amounts of
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sediment to the system, wereidentified in the same manner. Thisdataset wasused in channel reach
definition and will be used in assessing localized impact on geomorphology and habitat if such
relationships exist.

Man'’s Influence

Nine categories of man’s influence were mapped: adjacent irrigation, bridges, diversion dams, oil
wellsintheflood plain, pipelinecrossings, borrow pits, ponds, roadsand sewagetreatment facilities.
To beincluded, the facility had to be adjacent to the river channel or in the flood plain. For roads,
they had to exhibit some potential control on the river channel, usually demonstrating the existence
of alevee along the channel. These categorical variables were entered by river mile as existing or
not existing.

Aquatic Habitat

Six categories of aquatic habitat data were used in the analysis from six mapping trips. The
categories used were: total water surface, low velocity (backwater, embayment, eddy & pool),
riffles/chutes, sand types (sand shoals, sand bars), cobble types (cobble shoals, cobble bars) and
island area. The categories were averaged for low, intermediate and high flow conditions as
described under Channel Pattern. 1sland areawas used as part of the channel pattern description and
the sand and cobble types were used in conjunction with the channel geology information.

Identify River Reach

All of the above described data sets were used to identify distinct river reaches. Table 3.4
summarizes the data sets used and the coverage of each data set. The procedure used to identify
distinct reaches consisted of three steps.

1. Identify test reaches based on general survey information.

Theriver wasdivided into test reaches based on general observationsderived from the surveys.
Thesetest reaches appeared to be distinctly different, but the boundaries between reacheswere
not precisely known and the degree of difference was not quantified. Thetest reaches selected
are described in Table 3.5.

2. Sdlect amodel to find differences between reaches.

After trying severa different statistical models, amulti-variatemodel called linear discriminant
analysis was chosen. This model was originaly developed by Fisher (1936) to allocate
individualsto one of several populations on the basis of ameasurement of a multidimensional
random variable on the individual river milein this case.
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Table 3.4. Data sets used in channel reach definition analysis.

HABITAT - m?/mi Coverage - River Miles

Total Water Surface
Low Velocity Types
Riffles/Chutes
Cobble Type

Island 3 mi average

High Flow 0-224
Intermediate Flow 0-158
Low Flow 0-224

RIPARIAN VEGETATION - m*/mi 68 - 180

Cottonwood

Russian Olive
Tamarisk

Willow

Upland Herbaceous
Upland Shrub
Wetland Herbaceous

CHANNEL - 3 mile average 0-224

Valley Width - m
Channel Slope - ft/ft
Sinuosity

STREAM CHANNEL 68 - 180

Bedrock - m/mi

Total Cutback
Contains Sand
Contains Gravel
Contains Cobble

Sand Only

Gravel Only

Cobble Only

CATEGORICAL VARIABLES 0-224

Adjacent Irrigated Area - %
Major Tributary - Ephemeral
Major Tributary - Perennial
Bridge

Diversion

Oil Well

Pipe Crossing

Borrow Pit

Pond

Road

Sewage Treatment
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Table 3.5. Location descriptions of general reaches in San Juan River having different
characteristics.

Reach  Description

1 Waterfall/Lake Powell influenced reach
Canyon bounded reach up to Chinle Wash
Chinle Wash to Aneth

Aneth to Mixer

Mixer to Hogback diversion

Hogback diversion to Animas confluence

Animas confluence to Blanco

o N o o b~ W N

Blanco to Navajo Dam

Discriminant analysis treats the measured variables as random variables, each set arising from
two or more populations. Linear combinationsof the measured variablesare constructed which
exhibit properties of maximum variance and no covariance. These linear combinations,
canonical variates, form a new set of linearly independent variables which maximize the
"distances’ between each population. During the course of the analysis, statistically
insignificant variables can be eliminated. Finally the question is - given the chosen set of
variables, are the population "distances" sufficiently large enough to distinguish between
populations? If so, then assign unknown individual s with aknown degree of uncertainty to a
population. We were not interested in this last step. Instead we wanted to use the statistical
information gathered during the process to determine which variables are the most important
in defining thereaches, if thedivision of the San Juan River into eight reacheswasjustified and
to define the division points.

3. Usethe modd to find reaches and validate results.

The analysis was first restricted to variables only measured along the entire river. From
Table 3.4 these variables are those belonging to conditions of high and low flow, channel
parameters and the categorical variables. Later asacross-validation on the reach designations
for 3 through 6, we also added the vegetation/channel contact variables and reran the analysis
on the restricted set of reaches.
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Channel Geometry Analysis

Four separate studies were completed. The first set of studies examined the response of channel
geometery to flow at newly established locations throughout the lower 6 reaches of the river
comprising the critical habitat of the endangered fish. The second analyzed long term change in
channel geometry at USGS gagelocations, examining scour and depositionin responsetoflow. The
third examined the impact of change in channel geometry on channel complexity. The fourth
analyzed the change in channel capacity asaresult of changesin channel geometry during the study
period.

Cross-Section Measurement in Representative River Transects

In 1992, eleven river transects, indicated as "RT" cross-sections, were established with permanent
monuments. The sites were selected to be representative of overall channel capacity change. The
eleven transects were placed at the end of long runs at a control section immediately upstream of a
channel split. The locations are shown in Figure 1.1.

At each transect abenchmark was established by embedding a brass monument in concrete. Onthe
opposite river bank, a tree or other stable landmark was used to both mark the cross section and
attach acablethat was used for stationing acrosstheriver during surveying. Theentire crosssection
of the river was surveyed. Channel bottom elevations were measured every five to ten feet,
depending on the width of theriver. All elevations were tied to the newly established benchmark.
The benchmark at each transect was assigned an arbitrary elevation of 100 feet. Subsequent surveys
of the same cross section weretied to the same bench mark allowing accurate comparison of changes
in bed elevation with time. Surveys were completed pre- and post-runoff, typically in February or
March and again in August.

In addition to surveying each transect, the proportion and type of primary substrate were estimated.
The major classifications were cobble, gravel and “fines’.

All measured cross sections and subsequent cal culations of scour and deposition are maintained in
AutoCAD. In addition to cross section information, substrate conditions are also stored in
AutoCAD.

Fifteen additional transects were established in 1993 to more closely monitor channel changeinthe
vicinity of 1993 suspected spawning sites and in areas that exhibited significant change in 1993.
Eight arelocated in the“mixer” reach (RM 129 - 134), fivein the reach between RM 83 and RM 88
referred to asthe “debrisfield” and two in the reach between RM 0 and RM 14 (Clay Hills). Those
inthemixer cover locations of suspected spawningin 1993 and 1994, |ocationsof significant cobble
movement or locations to provide information for hydraulic modeling. The reach between RM 83
and RM 88isan areaof significant change exhibited in 1993. Large sand and cobble barswerebuilt
by the high flowsand the channel moved substantially. Since backwatersform downstream of these
sand bars, these transects were located to better understand the development of the bars and
associated backwaters under different flow conditions. The reach between RM 0 and RM 14 isin
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the backwater area from Lake Powell. This reach is not like any other reach in the river. The
gradient islow, the channel meanders between sand bars and shoals within the limit of the canyon
walls and substantial areas of low velocity habitat exist at low flow relative to other river reaches.
These transects will provide data to document the relative permanence of these backwaters. The
locations of thesetransectsare shown in Figures 3.2 through 3.4. Table 3.6 summarizesthe transect
surveys completed during the last 7 years, including the date of the first survey.

The RT and Clay Hills cross-sections were analyzed to determine local deposition and scour and
change in average bed elevation with time. The change in percent cobble in the substrate with time
was also analyzed. The same analyses were performed for the mixer and debrisfield transects, but
in this case the change was anayzed for the four measurements taken over the runoff period and
compared to the volume of flow and peak discharge for each period. This more detailed sampling
of the mixer and debris field transects was conducted during the period 1994 - 1996. In 1997 the
sampling frequency was decreased to twice yearly. 1n 1998, in an effort to transition from research
tolong term monitoring and reduce cost, measurement of all cross-sectionswas completed only after
runoff in August.

Channel Response to Flows at USGS Gage Locations

To assessthe changes seen at the surveyed transects during the 7-year study period against long term
change, data collected at USGS gaging sites on the San Juan River were examined to determine
changesin crosssectional areawithtime. Thestationsat Bluff, Shiprock, Farmington and Archuleta
were selected for analysis.

At each station, field discharge notes were obtained for the period of record. The field discharge
notes contain distance-depth data which were used to plot the river bed profile in an attempt to
determine changeswith time. It isimportant to note that in plotting these data, all distancesto the
river bed aretaken from thewater surface, which obvioudly fluctuateswith stage. Whenthelocation
of datacollection for the rating measurementsis sufficiently closeto the gage datum, then these data
can be corrected to afixed datum. When that is not the case, some other means of control, such as
afixed point of the river bottom on bedrock, is required.

All extracted data were digitized and plotted to determine change in cross section with time. The
change in average channel cross sectional areafrom an arbitrary datum was plotted against time to
determine the state of the river (scour or deposition) over time.
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Figure 3.2.  San Juan River Transect Locations in the “Mixer” Detail Reach
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Figure 3.3.  San Juan River Transect Locations in the “Debris Field”, RM 83 to RM 88
Hydrology/Geomorphology/Habitat Final Report Chapter 3
February 25, 2000 3-15 Geomorphology
- return to
M -
previous next Main Menu



Table of
Contents

2000 0 2000 4000 6000
T T ]

SCALE - meters

CLAY HILLS
~

Transect Locations

Figure 3.4. San Juan River Transect Locations, RM 0to RM 14
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Transect  Geo- River Mile First Survey Number of Location Description
morphic Date Surveys
Reach Completed
RT-01 6 168.30 March 17, 1992 14 Fruitland
RT-02 5 154.40 March 17, 1992 13 below Hogback
RT-03 5 142.70 March 17, 1992 13 Shiprock
RT-04 5 136.60 March 17, 1992 13 below Cudei
RT-05 5 132.70 March 18, 1992 13 upstream of mixer
RT-06 4 124.00 March 18, 1992 13 upstream of Mancos
RT-07 4 122.10 March 18, 1992 13 downstream of Mancos
RT-08 3 104.30 March 18, 1992 13 Aneth
RT-09 3 90.80 March 19, 1992 13 Montezuma Creek
RT-10 3 82.30 March 19, 1992 13 Bluff
RT-11 3 70.00 March 19, 1992 13 Combs Wash
M-01 5 131.90 February 20, 1993 15 Mixer
M-02 5 131.85 February 22, 1993 21 Mixer
M-03 5 131.50 February 21, 1993 21 Mixer
M-04 5 131.10 February 21, 1993 18 Mixer
M-05 5 132.30 September 21, 1993 19 Mixer
M-06 5 132.10 September 21, 1993 18 Mixer
M-07 5 131.30 September 21, 1993 17 Mixer
M-08 5 131.20 September 21, 1993 18 Mixer at Redwash
D-01 3 88.50 September 22, 1993 18 Debris Field
D-02 3 87.50 September 22, 1993 18 Debris Field
D-03 3 87.20 September 22, 1993 16 Debris Field
D-04 3 86.20 September 23, 1993 18 Debris Field
D-05 3 83.00 September 23, 1993 18 Debris Field
C-01 1 12.70  October 28, 1993 10 Grand Gulch
C-02 1 4.10 October 29, 1993 10 Clay Hills

Flow Modification Impact on Channel Complexity

Modification of the flow regimeto restore more natural spring runoff after 30 years of altered flows
asaresult of the operation of Navgjo dam could cause achangein channel complexity. To examine
the impact of the altered flow regime on overall channel morphology, channel complexity, as
measured by changes in total number of islands within each reach, was analyzed using habitat
mapping coverage in ageographic information system (GIS). Only Reaches 3, 4, and 5 were used
in this analysis because mapping for these reaches was the most temporally comprehensive
throughout the 7-year research period than the upstream reaches, and Reaches 1 and 2 have no
islands because of canyon restraints. Channel complexity was analyzed in two ways: the overall
correlation between discharge and number of islands, and the chronological effect of flow regime
on island count during the 7-year research period.
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It has been hypothesized in the SIRIP that secondary channels are an important component of the
aguatic habitat in the San Juan River (Propst, 2000). If channel scour caused areduction inislands,
secondary channels would be lost. Monitoring island count with time allows assessment of this
potential for channel simplification. To assess the impact on habitat diversity, the trend of habitat
diversity was also examined for thistime period during low flow conditions. Habitat diversity was
assessed by computing the Shannon-Weaver habitat diversity index ( Shannon and Weaver, 1963)
by river mile for each habitat sampling run. The index is computed as

n count,
SWi=-3% ———— —-log(count/ totalcount)
i=1 totalcount
Where
SWI = Shannon-Weaver Index
n = number of habitat categories (31)
Count; = number of habitats of the i" category in the river mile
Total count = thetotal number of habitatsin the river mile

The index increases with increased diversity, reaching a maximum of 1.49 (log of 31) for the
categories mapped in the San Juan. Only the wet habitat categories are included in the analysis.

Bankfull Channel Capacity

In 1996, four single-channel reachesabout 0.4 km in length containing five cross-sections each were
surveyed between RM 133 and RM 174. Flow in these reaches was modeled using the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers flow model, HEC-RAS. The model was calibrated to surveyed water surface
profiles over arange of flowrates at each model reach and the roughness coefficient calibrated for
themodel. Bankfull flowswere predicted to begin when one of thefive cross-sections exhibited out-
of-bank conditions.

Since the RT series were first surveyed prior to research flows and have been surveyed twice
annually since that time, an assessment of channel capacity and the change in channel capacity was
made, using the calibrated roughness coefficient from the model ed reach and applying the Manning
eguation:

Q = (w d®® S¥3)/n

Where
Q =discharge, cfs
w = width, ft
d = average depth, ft
S = water surface slope, ft/ft

and

n = roughness coefficient
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Sincewater surface el evationswere surveyed each timethe cross-sections were surveyed, sufficient
information was availableto allow calculation of water surface slope. The survey with the greatest
flow (1,170 to 1,950 cfs, depending on the date of survey) was selected as the cal cul ation closest to
the bankfull condition for purposesof slopecomputation. Using the calibrated roughness coefficient
of 0.027, the Manning equation was solved for slope, knowing flow, width, and cross-sectional area
fromthesurveys. Bankfull flow at each cross-sectionfor spring 1992 andfall 1997 surveyswasthen
computed, assuming that the gradient did not change.

Cobble Bar Characterization

The production of clean cobblefor spawning areasis dependent upon entrainment of cobble during
high flow periods just prior to spawning and deposition of the cobble under conditions that allow
it to be placed relatively cleanly, without significant sand and finestofill theinterstitial spaces. An
important part of determining flow requirementsfor the endangered fish speciesisan understanding
of the conditions required to entrain cobble of the size necessary for proper spawning. To fully
understand the process, the size of the substrate to be moved and the hydraulic conditions required
to move it must be determined and compared to the conditions that exist at critical locationsin the
river.

Characterization of Bed Material in Suspected and Potential Spawning Bars

Suspected spawning bars in the San Juan River were identified from radio tracking of adult
squawfish duringthesummer of 1994. Duringthefall of 1994, thirteen siteswereidentified that had
visual similarity tothesitesutilized during spawningin 1993 and 1994. After normal spawningtime
was over, multiple samples of substrate material were measured at each of the sites. Table 3.7
summarizes and describes these locations. From this list of sampled sites, a subset of 4 sites was
selected that represented conditions that were thought to be most suitable for spawning or had
exhibited use during spawning timein the past. These locations were studied in more detail for an
extended period of time. The selected sites for extended study are indicated in Table 3.7.

At each site, samples were collected in alinear or cross-sectional pattern, usually within or across
the chute. At multiple locations parameters included: pebble counts and depth to embeddedness.
Particles larger than 1 cm were measured utilizing the point count method (Wolman 1954) in the
samevicinity. Size-frequency plotswere prepared for both the cobbleandinterstitial material. Only
thematerial 1 cm or greater in diameter wasincluded in the frequency analysis, with the assumption
that this larger material formed the bar structure, with the smaller materia being interstitial. Prior
to 1998, the intermediate cobble cross-sectional diameter was used as the size designator. In 1998,
an aluminum plate was prepared with square openings of from 1 cm to 10 cm in 1 cm increments
and in 2 cm increments from 10 to 20 cm, representing equivalent sieve sizes. Cobble larger than
20 cmismeasured asin previousyears. A correlation between intermediate diameter and sieve size
was completed to understand the relationship between the two measurement methods and to adjust
previousyears datato equivalent sievesizesfor better consistency, provided asignificant difference
was found.
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Table 3.7. Cobble bar sampling locations.
Location Geomorphic Description Years
Reach Sampled
RM173.7 6 Upstream end of tributary debris bar* 1995, 96, 97, 98
RM172 6 Upstream end of mid-channel bar 1995, 96
RM169 6 Middle chute of mid-channel bar 1995,96
RM168.4 6 Three chutes (N, M, S) below mid-channel 1995, 96, 97, 98
island*
RM163 6 Upstream end of mid-channel bar 1995, 96
RM137.7 5 Upstream end of secondary at large mid- 1995
channel bar complex
RM137.3 5 Upstream end of point bar below mid- 1995
channel bar complex
RM132 5 Main Bar suspected spawning location in 1994, 95, 96, 97,
1993, 1994 (compare to Sites 1 and 3 98
from previous studies)*
RM131.2- 5 Red Wash bar 1993 spawning site 1994, 95, 96
RW (compare to Site 4 from previous studies)
RM131.2 5 Main Channel Bar suspected spawning 1995, 97, 98
Main site, numerous fish contacts in 1994
(Compare to Site 5 from previous
studies)*
RM 109.8 4 bar at upper end of island. Radio-tagged 1995
fish location in 1995 during spawning
RM 88 3 Small bar on inside curve in active area of 1995
river
RM 82 3 Three chutes in debris area RM 81.85, 1995
81.9 & 81.95
RM 78 3 Chute at upper end of island 1995
RM 76.6 3 Chute at confluence of secondary & main 1995
channel above Sand Island Boat Ramp
* Extended period study sites.
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A similar set of data was collected in 1994 on the Colorado River (RM 168.8) where Colorado
pikeminnow were found adjacent to anewly formed cobble fan. The same sample methodologies
were utilized at thissite. Bed material size distribution from all sites was compared to similar bed
materia size distribution from a known spawning bar at RM 16.5 on the Yampa River (Harvey, et
a. 1993). This comparison was made as a check on the probability of the material found being
suitable for spawning of Colorado Squawfish.

Depth of Open Interstitial Space in Cobble Bars

One of the important conditions for a cobble bar to be suitable for spawning is adequate depth of
clear interstitial space or depth to embeddedness. Several methods of obtaining ameasure of cobble
bar embeddedness have been described in the literature. Platts, et. a. (1983) describe a method of
assessing embeddedness that estimates the portion of the surface area of the larger size particlesin
abar that are covered with fine sediments, giving arating system from 1-5 to describe the degree of
embeddedness. Unfortunately, the method does not deal with the issue of the depth to embedded
material.

McNeil (1964) described a sampling method utilizing a single tube worked into substrate material
to retrieve a sample of the substrate, but the method extracts a disturbed core and does not allow
measurement of the open interstitial space.

Cryogenic sampling methods (freeze core) have been developed utilizing both single and multiple
tubes that allow an assessment of open interstitial space aswell as substrate material size (Everest,
et. a (1980). The method is effective but is material and labor intensive, limiting the number of
samplesthat can economically be collected. The method wastried and found to be too cumbersome
to alow characterization of large areas.

The method settled upon isthat described by Osmundson and Scheer (1998) where a measurement
to the embedded layer is made by working a hand between the larger particles of abar until sandis
encountered and measuring the depth from the top of the surrounding cobble to the point that sand
is contacted. The method was first developed for application in this study and employed and
reported by Osmundson and Scheer (1998). The method is fast and requires minimal training and
equipment to perform. Many measurements can be taken in a short period of time and underwater
sampling is possible. To alow comparative evaluation of numberous bars and to assess variation
on an individual bar, this method is superior to other methods examined.

The cobble bars from which substrate measurements were made were also sampled for the depth
to the embedded layer (open interstitial space). Each cobble bar was sampled on a0.7 to 1.3 meter
grid. The depth from the top of the cobble to a point at which the interstitial space was filled with
sand was measured at each point (depth to embedded layer). Each sample point was surveyed with
atotal stationto determinerelativex,y position and €l evation. These measurementswerethen plotted
in athree-dimensiona surface plot to allow assessment of the variation in depth. In addition, a
frequency distribution of depth to embeddedness was prepared for each site.
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Topographic Changes in Cobble Bars

One suspected and two potential spawning bars were surveyed with total station survey equipment
with local horizontal and vertical control. The suspected bar at RM 132 was surveyed from 1995
through 1998. The potential bars at RM 173.7 and RM 184.4 were surveyed from 1996 to 1998.
Three-dimensional surface plotswereprepared for each survey. Changesbetween survey dateswere
determined by subtracting the previous surface from the present surface. These changes are al'so
shown as three-dimensional surface plots.

Cobble Transport Analysis

For long-term cobble bar formation and maintenance, the system must be capabl e of transporting an
adequate size and quantity of cobble into the appropriate areas. In addition to assessing bankfull
discharge at channel cross-sections, the study reaches described in Section Bankfull Channel
Capacity were modeled to determine the discharge necessary to transport cobble through the
intervening low-gradient reachesbetween bars. Themethod employed to determinethisrelationship
involved examining critical dimensionless shear stress (Shield’ s stress), a parameter estimating the
pressure applied to the bed substrate by the overflowing water velocity and depth, for the existing
bed material. Incipient motion (the point at which particles begin to move) of the median particle
diameter (D) of bed material istheorized to occur when thecritical shear stress, J' 4, isintherange
of 0.02 (Andrews 1994) to 0.03 (Parker et al. 1982). Thisvalue variesfrom river to river and may
even fall outside thisrange. Under conditions of incipient motion, the gravel just begins to move
dlightly and transport rates are very low (Pitlick and Van Steeter 1998). Asthe dimensionless shear
stress increases, the number of bed particles in transport increases rapidly. By the time the
dimensionless shear stress reaches 0.06 (Andrews 1994), a majority of the particles on the bed’s
surfacearein motion. Appreciabletransport will occur at condition of average motion, where most
particles can be moved, but at amoderaterate. Andrews (1994) found transport of particlesaslarge
as the 80™ percentile with dimensionless shear stress in the range of 0.032 to 0.042. The three
conditions of transport examined in this study are initial or incipient motion (J° s, = 0.02 to 0.03),
average motion (J° 5, = 0.030 to 0.045), and full motion (J° s, = 0.045 to 0.060).

Low Velocity Habitat Creation and Maintenance

An understanding of the formation and stability of low velocity habitat in the system is important
to an evaluation of the nursery habitat availability and the conditions necessary to produce and
maintain the habitat. In the late summer of 1994, three sand/cobble bars in the lower river were
topographically surveyed with atotal station, registering thesurvey to permanent control at each site.
Thebars selected weretypical of thosethat form with good backwater potential behind thebar. Each
bar was surveyed again in each subsequent year as a comparison to the 1994 data and to relate
change to hydrology. Table 3.8 lists the location and survey dates of each of the bars surveyed.
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Table 3.8. Sand/cobble bar survey locations and dates.

Description Location - RM Survey Dates

Debris Field 1, River Right 88.1 8/24/94, 10/7/94, 3/5 /95, 8/14/95,
10/12/95

Debris Field 2, River Left 86.4 8/24/94, 10/7/94, 3/5/95, 3/14/95,

(includes D-4 Transect) 10/12/95

Clay Hills (at C-2 Transect) 4.1 8/25/94, 10/6/94, 3/4/95, 3/15/95,
10/13/95

Three-dimensional plotswereprepared for each survey and the surfacesof thetwo surveyscompared
to document change. The change was analyzed in terms of theintervening hydrograph. River stage
also plays a large role in availability of backwaters. Where possible the stage/backwater area
relationship for these sites was examined in the 14 to 28 m*/sec (500 - 1,000 cfs) range. Stage-
discharge datawerenot availableto extrapol ate therange of flowsbeyond that shown. Insomecases
the bed elevation had changed too greatly to allow development of a stage discharge relationship at
aparticular site.

These main channel bars support only a small percentage of the backwater habitat in the San Juan
River. A large portion of the backwater habitat occurs at the mouths of secondary channels after
flow recession. Thesebackwatersrequire periodic flushing for long term maintenance. To measure
flow conditions necessary to maintain backwaters, two ephemeral secondary channels that form
backwaters were selected for surveying and modeling. The first is located on river left just
downstream of the Montezuma Creek Bridge (RM 93 to 93.5), and the second is approximately 1.6
km upstream of Sand Island Campground (RM 77.3 to 77.5) on river left. These backwaters have
formed each year during base flow (low, stable, non-storm effected flows between spring runoff
events) conditions, indicating relative stability, athough the size and depth of the backwaters have
varied.

These reaches were surveyed in detail in 1996. During that year, flow conditions were inadequate
to flush these backwaters (Figure 2.5). A total of 10 surveyswere completed in 1997, beginning on
May 13 and continuing through August 19. During that time, a correlation between secondary and
main channel flow was developed to predict flow in the secondary channels. Suspended sediment
concentration was measured about twice weekly during thistimeto provide datafor later modeling.

Suspended Sediment Analysis

Sediment Sampling

A suspended sediment sampling program wasimplemented in March 1992 for sites on the San Juan
andit tributaries. A DH-59 depth integrating suspended sediment sampler was used with the“equal
transit rate method of sampling.” Thismethod requiresthat samplesare collected at equally spaced
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verticalsin the flow cross section. Thetransit rate of the sampler must be uniform and the samein
all verticals. The composite sample from all verticals represents the mean suspended sediment
concentration. Laboratory analysis determines the sediment concentration in mg/I.

Ecosystems Research I nstitute, Inc. in Logan, Utah has done all the suspended sediment analysisto
date. EPA Method 160.2 was used. This method consisted of filtering a small volume, typically
25 ml or less, of sample though a previously weighed 40 to 60 micron glass fiber filter. Thefilter
was dried in an oven at 103 to 105/C for one hour. It was then put in a desiccator to cool for 24
hours. The filter was re-weighed. The weight difference is the mass of suspended solids in the
sample. Dividing the mass of the solids by the origina volume of filtered sample yielded the
concentration in mg/l.

Beginningin 1995, intermediate sampling twice per week was added to better assess sediment inflow
during intervening storm events. These intermediate samples were single point samples in each
cross-section, correlated to the full sample sets at the cross-section for interpretation of results.
Samples were taken from the locations and on the dates shown in Table 3.9.

A review of the sediment data collected since 1992 indicates that a number of the sampling data
pointswereinfluenced by storm events. Sediment concentration/flow relationshipswere examined
for full datasets and thosefiltered to remove storm influenced datapoints. Inaddition, the sediment
discharge relationships for each site during the ascending and descending limb of the hydrograph
were analyzed. The suspended sediment concentration and grain size distribution was used in the
sediment transport analysis for backwater flushing.

Sediment Transport Analysis

Sediment transport analyses were completed to characterize cobble transport/flow relationships for
maintenance of cobble bars. Fine sediment transport modeling was conducted to study the
mechanisms of backwater flushing in typical backwaters. The methods and results of these studies
arereported in the San Juan River Basin Recovery I mplementation Program Flow Recommendation
Report now in print. The results are not reproduced here, although the data collection and analysis
were a part of these studies.
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Table 3.9. Sediment sample locations and number of samples taken each year.
Location 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998
San Juan River at Lee Acres Bridge 5 6 6 7 5
San Juan River at Farmington* 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
San Juan River at Fruitland 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
San Juan River at Shiprock* 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
San Juan River at Four Corners* 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
San Juan River at Montezuma 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
San Juan River at Bluff 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
San Juan River at Mexican Hat 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
Miller St. Animas 5 6 6 7 5 8 6
La Plata River 4 2 5 5 8 4
Red Wash 1 1 4
Mancos River 4 3 6
McEImo Creek 6 6 7
Montezuma Creek Wash 2 2 5 1
Cottonwood Wash 1 1 5
Arroyo 46.9 2 5
Combs Wash 1 5
Chaco Wash 6 2
Chinle Wash 4 4
* Spot sampling at these sites 37 36 48 44
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RESULTS

Historic Analysis of Fluvial Morphology

Table 3.10 summarizes the bankfull water surface area, island count and island area by
geomorphological reach for the four time periods analyzed. The data are also summarized for all
reaches analyzed and for reaches three through six, the critical habitat reaches.

In the 1930's the San Juan River, especialy in the lower reaches, was a broad, heavily braided sand
bottomed river with little vegetation. Thisis particularly true for Reach 3, where theriver is over
1,000 m wide in severa locations, with an average width of 472 m. This period was preceded by
some very largefall floodsin 1991 and 1927. The gage was not established in 1911, but the stage
at Shiprock during this October storm event was 6.7 m.. After gage establishment apeak discharge
of 80,000 cfson 11 Aug 1929 produced a stage of 1.75 m, so it is estimated that the discharge in
1911 was well over 100,000 cfs. In 1927, aflood of 70,000 cfs was reported at Bluff. 1n 1929, a
peak flow of 80,000 cfs was measured at Shiprock. It is hypothesized that these large floods, the
result of high intensity thunder storms and extensive lower basin runoff, deposited large quantities
of sandintheriver, particularly in the lower reaches, accounting for the broad, sand bottomed river.

Between the 1930 and the 1950 data sets, channel surface area decreased by 21% in the critical
habitat area. 1sland count dropped by 36% during the same period, but island area increased by
22%. Reach 3 exhibited the greatest decrease in bankfull channel surface area and the greatest
increaseinisland area, although the number of islands decreased somewhat. Reach 7 exhibited the
least change in surface area. While the overall island areaincreased, the three uppermost reaches
decreased in island area while the three lower reaches increased.

The most noted difference between the 1930 and 1950 data sets was the increase in riparian
vegetation. Thisispartly dueto natural re-vegetation after the earlier floods and the appearance of
tamarask for thefirst timein the basin. Between 1937 and 1950, the greatest magnitude flood was
42,500 cfs(daily mean flow), with five yearshaving mean daily peak flows above 20,000 cfs. Based
on the sediment studies conducted during this period (Thompson, 1982), these floods appear to be
less sediment laden than the earlier large magnitude events. The average annual sediment load
between 1930 and 1942 was 47,200,000 tonsper year. Between 1942 and 1973, theaverage dropped
to 20,100,000 tons per year, with the major shift occurring in 1942. With lower sediment
concentrationsand high flow magnitudes, it was possi blefor thesefloodsto transport large quantities
of sand out of the system. The combination of an increase in riparian vegetation and decrease in
sediment load |lead to the narrower river. Large islands formed in the lower portion of the river as
the channel incised and the islands vegetated.

Between the 1950 and 1960 data sets, the bankfull channel surface area decrease by an additional
6% with the 1930's data set as a base. The number of islands decreased by an additional 28% and
the idland area decreased dramatically to just 29% of the areain the 1930's. All reaches exhibited
this dramatic change in island area while only reach three decreased in channel surface area.
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Table 3.10. Summary of historic aerial photography analysis of changes in channel morphology of the San Juan River from
four periods, 1934-35, 1950-52, 1959-62 and 1986-88.
Reach 3 4 5 6 7 8 Total 3-6 sum 3-6 % of
RM 67 - 104 105-130 131-154 155-180 181-213 214-224 67-224 67-180 1930's
Bankfull Channel Surface Area - m?

1934-35 28,873,702 12,419,696 11,060,156 6,478,302 10,528,228 2,042,540 71,402,624 58,831,856

1950-52 19,686,966 11,551,580 10,121,519 5,019,738 10,380,251 1,834,507 58,594,560 46,379,802 79%
1959-62 15,879,905 11,392,510 10,023,784 5,610,641 10,358,396 1,654,169 54,919,404 42,906,840 73%
1986-88 6,774,785 11,010,636 9,774,228 3,972,724 10,301,457 1,452,946 43,286,776 31,532,374 54%

Island Count - number

1934-35 133 101 229 153 209 24 849 616

1950-52 125 84 135 49 142 24 559 393 64%
1959-62 42 53 70 56 70 4 295 221 36%
1986-88 191 125 149 97 140 36 738 562 91%

Island Area - m?

1934-35 3,785,916 2,026,358 6,697,942 3,685,329 4,465,273 380,616 21,041,435 16,195,546

1950-52 6,312,228 2,841,759 8,308,199 2,215,718 3,056,857 112,696 22,847,457 19,677,904 122%
1959-62 1,432,291 978,474 2,131,334 222,963 1,091,938 74,360 5,931,360 4,765,063 29%
1986-88 3,558,910 2,597,722 5,859,658 1,236,571 1,860,320 657,279 15,770,460 13,252,861 82%

Mean Bankfull Width - m

1934-37 472 297 312 155 198 115 284 326

1950-52 322 276 286 120 195 104 233 257 79%
1959-62 260 272 283 134 195 93 219 238 73%
1986-88 111 263 276 95 194 82 172 175 54%
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The riparian vegetation is even more dense in the 1959-62 data set than earlier and the bankfull
channel is much simplified. Many of the secondary channels that were clean in the 1950
photography are heavily vegetated. During the period between the 1950-52 and 1959-62 data sets,
the maximum daily peak discharge was 26,000 cfsin 1957, with no other values above 20,000 cfs
and only two others above 10,000 cfs. Cumulatively, thisis the driest decade on record. This
reduction in flow in conjunction with the increase in riparian vegetation (tamarask were well
established in the system by thistime) likely resulted in the vegetation of the secondary channelsand
the loss of channel complexity.

Between the 1959-62 and 1986-88 data setsthe channel surfaceareadecreased by an additional 19%,
with most of the change in reaches three and six. The number of islands dramatically increased,
reaching 91% of the 1930's abundance. Island area aso recovered to 82% of the 1930's level.

Navajo Dam began regulating the San Juan River in 1962. With this regulation came a further
reduction in flood flows, but an increase in base flows. The mean annual peak flow is 10,160 cfs
for this period, compared to 10,900 cfs for 1950-1961 period and 17,775 cfs for the 1935-1950
period. The maximum daily average flow for this period was 26,700 cfsin 1973. The impact of
regulation is evident when examining the peak dischargeinrelation to thetotal annual runoff for the
threeperiods. Thepeak dischargeisabout the samefor the periods 1950-1961 and 1962-1988, while
the latter period had an average annual runoff of 1.7 million acre-feet and the earlier period only 1.4
million acre-feet.

The other noted change in the basin during this 1960 to 1988 time period is the introduction of
Russian olive into the basin. Survey notes from 1962 never mention Russian olive, while every
stream channel and old secondary channel in the basinis now heavily vegetated with Russian olive.
It is the dominant vegetation type, especialy in areas of channel braiding an broad flood plains.
During high flow, the riparian Russian olives dislodge and form debris pilesin the river. At low
flow these debris piles form islands and rapidly vegetate. During the next flood flow, they
accumulate sediment and grow, becoming islands. This process is thought to have heavily
influenced the increase in islands and added to channel complexity since the 1960s.

Channel cross-section surveys completed in 1962 and 1993 show that the channel has narrowed and
deepened dlightly during thistime period (Bliesner and Lamarra, 1994) consistent with thefindings
of the aerial photography comparisons.

In addition to the changes in flow and vegetation, a second shift in the cumulative sediment plot
camein 1973 with afurther reduction in sediment load from an average of 20,100,000 tons per year
t0 10,100 tons per year. All of these changes have resulted in amuch different channel than existed
in the 1930's. While regulation of the flows with Navajo dam have had an influence on these
changes, that influence has likely not been as great as that of the change in sediment load, natural
hydrology and riparian vegetation.

Hydrology/Geomorphology/Habitat Final Report Chapter 3
February 25, 2000 3-28 Geomorphology
- return to
m

previous next Maln Menu



Table of
Contents

Figures 3.5 through 3.8 present aerial photographs of an areain Reach 3 from RM 84 to RM 86
taken in 1934, 1952, 1961 and 1988. The sequentia change discussed in this section can be seen
by comparing these four photographs. Although the flowrates are not the same for all photographs,
the conditions of the bankfull channel and the differences in vegetation can be noted. Vegetation
was established and the channel became much more defined between 1934 and 1952, but the greatest
change in vegetation occurred between 1961 and 1988. There was relatively little change between
1952 and 1961 for thislocation.

Geomorphological Characterization

River Valley Geometry

Thedistribution of valley width by river mile from the confluence of the San Juan River with Lake
Powell to Navgjo Dam is shown in Figure 3.9. The mean valley width per mile was computed as
the valley area divided by the length, placing the river mile perpendicular to the general river trend
wheretheriver milecrossed. The data are presented as 3-mile running averages. The upper reach
of the river from Navago Dam to about RM 208 is canyon bound. The valley then broadens down
to about Farmington, where it is constricted by bedrock on either side of the river. Between
Farmington and Shiprock the valley broadens. The broadest area of the valley is just below
Shiprock. From RM 140 to RM 127 the valley narrows to about ¥ its width through the main
irrigated areaand remains at this general width (about 1,000 meters) until entering the canyon at the
confluence with Chinle Creek. Below thispoint it isabout 1/20 itswidth inthe mainirrigated area.
It should be noted that the width may be somewhat overestimated in the irrigated areas due to
difficulty ininterpreting the boundary of thealluvial valley. Theslopestotheriver aremoregradual
and the signatures on aerial photography masked because of theirrigation. While the area may be
somewhat over stated in this reach, the general trends hold.

Channel Contact Geology

The distribution of river cutbanks and the material makeup of these cutbanks is shown in
Figure 3.10. Thetop of the area plot for cobble represents the total length of cutbanks per mile on
a3-milerunning average basis. The valueisthe sum of both sides of theriver so it istheoretically
possible to have more than one mile of cutbank per mile of river. The values for sand, cobble and
gravel are weighted to account for areas that are uniformly sand, gravel or cobble as well as those
areas that contain sand, gravel or cobble, such as areas of sandy cobble or gravelly sand.

The other category of geologic contact is bedrock (including talus slope). The length of bedrock
contact per mileof river isshown asthetop areaon Figure 3.10. Thevaueisthedifference between
the top and bottom of the area graph for bedrock.
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Figure 3.5.  Aerial photograph of the San Juan River between RM 84 and RM86 taken in
1934.

Figure 3.6.  Aerial photograph of the San Juan River between RM 84 and RM86 taken in

1952.
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1961.

Figure 3.8.  Aerial photograph of the San Juan River between RM 84 and RM86 taken in

1988.
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In general, the total cutbank length per mile increases with distance downstream from the Animas
River confluence. The maximum lengths occur in an areathat has been termed the “debris field”
(RM 82 to RM 90) because of the large deposition of trees and brush in the channel. The channel
isvery activein termsof lateral movement in thisreach, which is confirmed by the large amount of
cutbanks.

Also the proportion of sand is high in this area, reflecting the heavy sand loading of the system in
the downstream reaches.

Theareaof least cutbank activity occursbetween RM 119 and RM 127. Thisisan areaof relatively
straight channels with an increase of bedrock and cobble control and some natural |evee formation
in the straight reaches which have stabilized the banks. The valley width isstill over 1,000 meters
inthisreach so thereisopportunity for lateral movement except for the naturally stabilized channel.
A second area of channel stability occurs between RM 132 and RM 135. There are areas of active
channel movement in this reach, but the low proportion of sand and relatively higher proportion of
cobblein the areatendsto stabilize the banks such that the channel change occurs more as overland
flooding in the braided areas with subsequent cobble bar formations rather than cutbanks. Even
though this area is braided, the main channel is relatively straight with more gradua bends and
heavily vegetated banks that resist erosion.

The“mixer” liesmidway betweenthesetworelatively stablereaches. Itischaracterized by moderate
cutbank activity with amoderately high proportion of gravel. The active reaches above and below
the two stablereacheson either side of the mixer show more cutbankswith much higher proportions
of cobble and very little gravel.

It should be noted that cobble and gravel are plentiful throughout the reach mapped. Evenin areas
of low cutbank activity, thereis abundant cobble. Thishigh proportion of cobble and reduced sand
content in the upper reaches of the river appear to have a stabilizing influence on the channdl.

For the reach of river mapped (RM 68 to RM 179) sand predominated the cutbanks at 64%, with
cobble constituting 22% and gravel 14%. While thisis representative of the cutbank areas it may
not reflect the distribution in the river banks asawhole. When examining trends, sand and gravel
increase in proportion with distance downstream from the Animas confluence while cobble
decreases. The proportion of cobble decreasesfrom about 33% at the upper end to 17% at the lower
end, while gravel increases from 8% to 16%. The proportion of sand increases from 59% to 66%
from upstream to downstream. The trend is toward increasing cutbanks and decreasing bedrock
control with distance downstream in this reach.

Riparian Vegetation

The distribution of the five main vegetation classifications ( upland shrubs and herbaceous
vegetation not included) is shown in Figure 3.11. Riparian vegetation density increases from the
confluence of the Animas River downstream to about RM 130 and then declines rapidly between
RM 130 and RM 110. Between RM 110 and RM 105, density again increasesto about thelevel near
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Figure 3.11. Main Channel Riparian Vegetation Area per River Mile for the San Juan
River (3 mile running average).

Fruitland (RM 160) and remainsrelatively constant to the end of mapping at RM 68. Below RM 68
the riparian vegetation is sparse and not influential on channel morphology, since the canyon
confines the channel.

Table 3.11 summarizes the rel ative abundance of each vegetation type mapped. Figure 3.12 shows
the distribution of relative abundance for the five main types. Russian olive is the most abundant
type, followed by tamarisk. Russian olive composition isrelatively stable through the system with
afew peaksand valleysbut not much of alongitudinal trend. Tamarisk beginslow, increasesrapidly
by about RM 160 and then is relatively constant until RM 115. Between RM 115 and RM 85 the
relative abundance is at its highest level with a rapid decrease to the end, corresponding to an
increaseinwillow. Cottonwood abundanceisthe highest at the two ends of the mapping range with
the lowest values between about RM 100 and RM 165. Wetland plant abundance corresponds very
closely to adjacent irrigation areas. Below RM 138 the wetland plant abundanceisvery low to non-
existent. Thereisan increasein willow abundance between RM 112 and RM 125 that corresponds
with adecreasein Russian olive and precedesanincreaseintamarisk. Astamarisk increases, willow
abundance decreases.
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Table 3.11. Relative abundance of vegetation by type.
Relative Abundance - %

Type Average Maximum (5 mile) Minimum (5 mile)
Russian Olive 37 53 26
Tamarisk 30 49 10
Cottonwood 7 17 1
Willow 6 18 1
Wetland Herbaceous 5 18 0
Upland Herbaceous 6 26 1
Upland Shrub 9 19 0
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Figure 3.12. Relative Composition of Riparian Vegetation for the San Juan River (3 mile
running average).
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Channel Gradient

The channel gradient by river mileis shown in Figure 3.13 presented as a 3-mile running average.
The gradient is moderately flat for about 5 miles below Navajo Dam, stegpening to its maximum
gradient within about 18 miles of the dam. Thereisagenera but small decrease in slope to about
RM 140. Between RM 135 and RM 70 the river maintains a moderately flat gradient before it
stegpensin the canyon reach. Theflattest reach of theriver isbetween RM 0 and RM 14, where the
slope averages about 0.05%. Thisflat lopeisnot natural, but isdueto the backwater effect of Lake
Powell, deposition of sediment and subsequent rerouting of the river over a higher sandstone bluff
a RM 0. If the channel moves off the bluff, as it appears to be doing, the gradient will steepen,
restoring itself to agradient closer to that of theriver in thisreach beforeinundation by Lake Powell.

Channel Pattern

The 3-mile running average channel sinuosity is presented in Figure 3.14. The values shown are
significantly different than those reported in 1992 due to the revised method of computation
discussed under METHODS. Previously, the sinuosity wasthe highest in the canyon reach. Under
the correctly calculated valuesfor the conditionsin the San Juan basin, the lowest sinuosity occurs
in the canyon. The standard dividing point between straight and meandering channels occurs at a
sinuosity of about 1.5 with the exception of two locations. Thesinuosity isalwaysbelow 1.5, sothe
river would not be classified as meandering.

Other Parameters

The categorical parameters dealing with tributary and man’ s influence on channel morphology are
summarizedinthefollowing section. Aquatic habitat parametersutilizedinreachdefinitionanalysis
are also summarized in the next section.

Identify River Reaches

Utilizing the above referenced data sets, the eight reaches previously identified were verified and the
boundaries between the reaches established. Table 3.12 presentsthe reach definitions and the mean
value of each data set for each reach. Not al data sets were equally important in determining
boundary divisions and testing for difference. The most significant variables (statistically, not
geomorphologicaly) in descending order were: valley width, adjacent irrigated lands, low-flow
sandy area, sinuosity, high-flow island area, high-flow total water area, channel slope, low-flow
riffle area and low-flow total water area. Thisorder of importance was determined from values of
univariate F-tests. The mean values of the significant variableswithin the reachesthat were utilized
in the model are shaded in Table 3.12.
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Table 3.12. Reach definitions, variables considered and their mean values within reach utilized in delivering
geomorphologically different reaches.
CATEGORY REACH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
RIVER MILE 0-16 17-67 68-105 106-130 131-154 155-180 181-213 214-224
HABITAT - m%mi
High Flow [Total Water Surface 152,314 + | 97,161 # 199,049 171,983 | # | 206,925 # | 133,983 102,519 150,883
| ow Velocity Types 1,920 2,015 1,481 1,893 1,861 + 946 1,241 13,642
Riffles/Chutes 42 27,697 30,139 31,237 43,041 + 10,816 3,713 | # 13,050
Sand Type 5,704 363 # | 15,132 2,794 3,224 + 760 1,615 3,370
[Cobble Type 0 43 + 3,726 1,208 1,471 + 632 364 | # 1,692
slands 3 mi average 0 109 + | 84,708 117,354 | + | 266,896 + 58,403 52,958 53,469
Intermediate Flow [Total Water Surface 136,072 + | 74,415 # |123,940 119,980 122,787
| ow Velocity Types 4,646 1,192 + 2,136 2,256 2,546
Riffles/Chutes 3,827 19,013 14,373 25,268 | # 38,382
Sand Type 43,108 1,962 + 8,932 6,923 3,392
[Cobble Type 1,011 2,342 + 7,139 7,785 3,655
slands 3 mi average 200 320 # | 51,940 82,210 188,055
Low Flow [Fotal Water Surface 114,291 + | 72,142 + |113,314 104,522 107,422 92,933 77,043 94,636
| ow Velocity Types 2,239 + 890 + 1,897 2,026 4,328 8,929 732 | # 17,921
Riffles/Chutes 9 + | 16,865 14,683 16,113 26,164 26,641 6,746 | # 30,260
Sand Type 26,112 + 1,125 + 7,195 5,526 2,918 + 586 1,337 0
[Cobble Type 309 + 1,522 2,572 4,036 3,197 2,584 3,185 2,988
slands 3 mi average 0 173 44,473 71,249 | # | 196,178 + 21,675 46,921 60,728
RIPARIAN VEGETATION - m?/mi
Cottonwood 6,094 2,847 4,909 10,043
Russian Olive 26,643 28,701 | # 46,053 35,119
Tamarisk 25,167 31,224 32,536 19,124
illow 6,592 7393 | # 3,007 4,499
Upland Herbaceous 1,811 7,182 | # 15,801 + 9,569
Upland Shrub 7,897 7,056 | # 2,349 2,647
etland Herbaceous 524 718 | # 8,737 11,509
Note that shaded rows show significant variables
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Table 3.12. (Continued)
CATEGORY REACH 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
RIVER MILE 0-16 17-67 68-105 106-130 131-154 155-180 181-213 214-224
[CHANNEL - 3 mile average
Valley Width - m 102 + 66 + 1122 + 986 2299 2028 1957 | #+ 574
Channel Slope - ft/ft 0.00105 0.00178 0.00143 0.00164 0.00193 0.00209 0.00213 | # §0.00160
Sinuosity 1.00000 1.00001 1.09096 1.12311 1.16862 1.18715 1.15081 | # §1.19527
[STREAM CHANNEL
Bedrock - m/mi 206 182 243 140
Total Cutbank 713 + 324 323 316
Contains Sand 93.6% 96.4% 86.2% 84.6%
Contains Gravel 29.7% 31.1% 7.8% 26.5%
Contains Cobble 34.6% 64.0% 62.2% 58.1%
Sand Only 86.1% + 66.4% 68.7% 41.0%
[Gravel Only 21.3% 9.3% 6.2% 10.8%
[Cobble only 15.2% 21.7% 23.2% 25.3%
[CATEGORICAL VARIABLES
A\djacent Irrigated Area - % 0.0% 0.0% 23.7% 0.0% 83.3% 100.0% 100.0% 30.0%
Major Tributary - Ephemeral 0 0 6 3 2 0 2 2
Major Tributary - Perennial 0 0 2 1 1 3 1 0
Bridge 0 1 4 1 1 2 2 1
Piversion 0 0 0 0 1 4 1 1
Oil Well 0 2 4 0 0 0 0 0
Pipe Crossing 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 0
Borrow Pit 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 5
Pond 0 1 6 2 2 0 0 0
Road 2 1 6 0 0 0 0 0
Sewage Treatment 0 0 3 0 3 & 0 0
Note that shaded rows show significant variables
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Based ontheresultsof discriminant analysis, atableof predicted versusassigned reach numberswas
generated. The reaches at the boundaries were reassigned to the neighboring reach. The analysis
was repeated to verify that the assigned boundaries between reaches matched those predicted by the
model.

The final reach boundaries are shown in row 2 of Table 3.12. The final frequency assignment of
river miles within reachesis shown in Table 3.13.

Asseen from Table 3.13, the discriminant function found from the analysis predicts Reaches 1 and
8 perfectly, Reaches 2 and 6 with one out-of-placeriver mile, Reaches4 and 7 with two out-of-place
river miles and Reaches 3 and 5 with five out-of-place river miles. Reaches 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 are the
least distinct of the reaches and show the most overlap. In spite of this ambiguity, the reach
assignments are very good (Pearson chi-squared test statistic = 1332.356 with probability = 0.000
that there is no relationship between the assigned and the predicted reaches). The predicted reach
assignments may become better if the vegetation and channel-contact surveys are extended to the
wholelength of theriver. The out-of-placeriver milescomenot from the boundaries, but frominside
thereaches. For thisreason the boundaries of the reach assignments, showninrow 2 of Table3.12,
are the best statistical estimates.

Table 3.13. Frequency two-way table categorized by assigned and predicted

reaches.
Assigned Predicted Reaches
Reaches
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 50 0 0 0 0 0 1
3 1 0 33 4 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 2 23 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 1 19 3 1 0
6 0 0 0 0 0 25 1 0
7 0 0 0 0 1 1 31 0
8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11
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The difference in reaches can beillustrated by plotting some significant variables (standardized to
plot on samescales) versusriver mile. Figure3.15isaplot of valley width, adjacent irrigated lands,
low-flow sandy area, sinuosity, and high-flow island area. Note how the variables shift in values
between reaches. Not only do the mean values shift up or down, but the vertical spread or variances
are different between reaches. These dissimilarities in the San Juan River imply that (1) the
characteristics of proposed reaches are different and (2) the chosen variables are useful in defining
separate habitat reaches.

Between the reach columnsin Table 3.12 is the unequal symbol, #, denoting the values bracketed
on the left and on the right are significantly different at the 95% or greater confidence level. The
two-samplet-test was used to compare the means of the two groups of variables between each pair
or reaches. For thevariable, high-flow total water area, the mean valueswere all different between
neighboring reaches except Reaches 7 and 8. For thevariable, high-flow low vel ocity type, the mean
values were al the same between neighboring reaches except Reaches 5 and 6 which were
significantly different. Changesin the mean values which are different between reaches would be
of special interest in monitoring changes along the river during the study.

River Geometry Analysis

Cross Section Measurement for RT Series Transects

Figure 3.16 shows the mean bed elevation for each of the RT series transects from March 1992
through August 1998. The March 1992 survey was used as the baseline and the relative elevation
of each transect was set to 1.0 meter. If there has been net deposition since March 1992 therelative
bed elevation will begreater than 1.0 meter. Conversely, if theelevationislessthan 1.0 meter, scour
has occurred. Dueto asurvey error in March 1992, RT-07 hasno datapoint for thefirst survey. The
relative elevation in July 1992 for this transect was set at the mean of the other transects to allow
comparison from July 1992 on.

Table3.14 summarizestheresponse of each transect. Whilethetransectswere selected to represent
similar conditionsin the river some variation in sites is unavoidable. The position of the transect
relative to channel splits, the gradient at the location of the transect, the alignment of the channel
(e.g. on abend, straight, etc.) and the substrate conditions vary somewhat among the transects and
influence the channel response.

Figure 3.17 shows the mean bed elevation as an average of all RT transects (RT-08 excluded). On
average, thepre-runoff surveysshow agreater mean bed el evation than the post-runoff surveys. The
average pre-runoff mean bed elevation has dropped in each of the study years through 1996. The
post-runoff mean elevation also decreased in each study year through 1995, with increasesfrom the
previous year in 1996 and 1998.
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Table 3.14. Summary of RT-series transect changes with time.
Transect Net Change- m Description of the Pattern of Change
1992-1998
RT-01 -0.26 Rapid scour to 1993, dynamic di-annual change, reached
minimum elevation in 1995
RT-02 -.03 Gradual scour, little di-annual change, minimum in 1995
RT-03 .09 Initial deposition, subsequent scour, minimum in 1995,
gradually increasing since
RT-04 -.03 Initial deposition, rapid scour in 1993, stable since with some
diannual variation, minimum in 1995
RT-05 .03 Typically deposits during runoff and scours at low flow,
minimum before runoff in 1995, gradually increasing since
RT-06 -.12 Substantial initial scour, minimum in 1995, large diannual
variation
RT-07 -.05 Relatively stable with small diannual variation. Minimum in
1993 and 1998.
RT-08 -.17 Relatively stable except for the loss of an irrigation reservoir
on the right bank in 1993 that caused large scour. Minimum
in 1996.
RT-09 -.35 Large scour in 1993 and 1995. Minimum in 1997
RT-10 .03 Deposited until 1995, minimum in 1996. Relatively stable,
largest scour (1995) was between runoff events
RT-11 -.14 Strong diannual pattern, minimum in 1997
MEAN -.09 Diannual pattern with minimum in 1995
MEAN w/o -.05 RT-08 scour is artificial due to reservoir embankment failure.
RT-08 Not included in analysis
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Using the 1992 through 1997 data (1998 could not be used since there was no spring sample), mean
elevation change during runoff was correlated to runoff volume at Four Corners, peak discharge at
Four Corners and prior deposition (accumulated deposition since the previous low elevation).
Discharge and elevation change data used in the analysis appear in Table 3.15. The results of the
regression analysesappear in Table 3.16 for theindividual transects and the average of al transects.

Thebest regression model for theaverage of all transectscorrel atesthe changein mean bed elevation
during runoff to the March through July runoff and the previous non-runoff deposition. In years
when runoff did not scour to the previousyear’ slevel, the accumul ated deposition was used. When
averaging the scour and deposition for 10 transects (RT-08 was removed from the analysis due to
the failure of areservoir bank on the right abutment), runoff scour was linearly correlated to runoff
volumeand previous deposition (R? = 0.95, n=5, p=.05). Averaging the response acrosstransects
removes much of therandom variability amongtransects. Theresulting regression relationshipwell
represents the average change, but will not predict the change at any given cross-section.

A second regression analysiswas performed utilizing all the transect data, rather than averaging the
response of the transects. With 50 data points, theregressionissignificant, but only explainsalittle
over half of the variability seen when using the model used for the average condition(see Table 3.16
for regressionresults). Thecorrelationisimproved to explain about 62% of the variability when the
% cobble before runoff and the % cobble after runoff are added to the model. The predicted
changesin mean cross-section elevation using these model sare plotted in Figure 3.18 plotted against
the measured change for each of the surveys at each transect. The same trend of increasing scour
with increasing flow and increasing previous year deposition isshown. Theresulting scour appears
to be influenced by the amount of cobble present before and after runoff. Sour decreases with
increased cobble before runoff and increases with increasing cobble after runoff.

Table 3.15. Discharge at Four Corners and elevation change data for RT cross-sections.

Annual Mar-Jul Apr-Jun  Scour Deposition Cumulative.

Year Total Total Max During Between Deposition

Runoff Runoff Between Runoff*
Acre Feet cfs m m m

1991 1,084,775 573,863 5,160

1992 1,510,148 1,074,795 8,900 -0.024

1993 2,212,941 1,714,328 10,300 -0.104 0.022 0.022

1994 1,446,358 1,039,601 10,000 -0.054 0.050 0.050

1995 2,098,551 1,624,927 12,100 -0.081 0.041 0.041

1996 814,368 431,913 3,540 -0.014 0.066 0.066

1997 1,880,723 1,319,155 11,900 -0.091 0.052 0.104

! Includes previous year’ s deposition remaining after scour in years when scour is less than

deposition.
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Table3.16 Results of regression analysis of channel change (scour or deposition) during
runoff at RT cross-sections vs runoff and change during previous non-runoff

period.
Previous
Transect R? n p Intercept Flow Change
Coeff. Coeff.
average - scour = f . o 0.62 6 0.06 .026 -9.19E-06
average - scour = f 0.78 6 0.02 .022 -6.94E-08
average - scour = f ¢ o g deposiion 0.95 5 0.05 .033 -7.13E-08 -0.257
all - scour = f 5t ar & deposition 053 50 <.01 .069 -8.07E-08 -0.642
all - scour =, geposition, % cobble before ~ 0-62 50 <.01 .0074 -5.73E-08 -.4192
runoff and % cobble after runoff .0017 % -.001 %
cobble before) cobble after)
following expressed as scour = f ¢ a g deposition
RT-01 .90 5 10 .050 -1.93E-08 -0.167
RT-02 72 5 .28 .010 -2.19E-08 0.110
RT-03 .92 5 .08 .030 -5.11E-08 0.369
RT-04 .82 5 18 .047 -4.50E-08 -1.044
RT-05 75 5 .25 -.024 3.12E-08 -0.455
RT-06 .85 5 A5 0.145 -1.92E-07 -0.363
RT-07 .85 5 15 0.039 -1.56E-08 -1.447
RT-09 .97 5 .03 0.164 -2.09E-07 -0.366
RT-10 .58 5 42 0.003 4.09E-08 0.809
RT-11 .69 5 31 0.084 1.047E-08 -1.772
Reach 6 - average .94 5 .06 .023 -1.04E-07 -0.129
Reach 5 - average .78 5 22 .020 -2.86E-08 -0.018
Reach 4 - average .82 5 .18 .095 -1.18E-07  -0.4417
Reach 3 - average .85 5 A5 .012 -4.96E-08 -0.458
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Figure 3.18. Predicted vs measured channel change in response to runoff for all RT transects in the San Juan River
(1993-1997).
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Theresulting regression modelsfor both the averaged dataand the full data set show the sametrend
of increasing scour with increasing flow volume and increasing previous year deposition. In both
models, deposition can occur when the flows are below a certain level, although the predicted
thresholds are different.

Table3.16 also showstheregression resultsfor each individual cross-section. Inthiscase, only one
relationship is significant at the 95% level and three at the 90% level. The models vary depending
on the response of the cross-sections, with two (RT-5 and RT-10) showing increased scour with
decreased flow (deposition during runoff, scour during non-runoff).

Also shownin Table 3.16 are the regression results for data averaged by reach. Inthiscase, RT-02
isaveraged with RT-01 for Reach 6, even though RT-02 is actually 1 mileinto Reach 5. Although
the R? values are better, in general, than the single transect regressions, none are significant at the
95% level and only one at the 90% level. The modelsin each case do suggest increasing scour with
increased flow and previous deposition, similar to the average of all transects.

The natural variability in transects is obvious in the examination of Tables 3.14 and 3.16 and
Figure 3.16. Careful examination of the actual response of the cross-sections with consideration of
their position in the river explains most of this variability. For example, RT-05 is located
downstream of a sharp channel bend to the right and accumulates sediment during high flow
conditionsin thelee of the point bar. At low flow thismaterial iseroded. RT-10ispositioned such
that the right side of the transect is just downstream of a diagonal cobble bar that proceeds
downstream to form amid-channel island below the transect. At high flow the drop over the bar is
submerged and material deposits behind the bar. At low flow the gradient steepensin thislocation
and the deposited material erodes.

The portion of cobble substrate for these cross-sectionsis highly variable but has increased during
the research period, both before and after runoff. Table 3.17 presentsthe cobble percentages during
each survey for the RT cross-sections. The cobble portion of the substrate at the RT cross-sections
reached their peak following runoff in 1993. This was the year of highest volume runoff and the
lowest sediment load. 1995 had nearly the same volume, but the sediment |oad was higher due to
some storm influence. 1997 and 1998 were both heavily storm influenced on the descending limb
of the hydrograph, resulting in more fine sediment. Typically low flow years like 1996 and 1998
have the least cobble substrate after runoff, although this can be effected by storm inflow prior to
survey as occurred in 1997 and 1998.
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Percent cobble substrate for the RT series transects on the San Juan River (1992-1998).
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Survey Date
Transect 03/17/92 07/21/92 02/17/93 07/26/93 03/04/94 08/02/94 03/01/95 08/22/95 03/04/96 07/15/96 02/24/97 08/21/97 08/12/98

RTO1 0% 26% 22% 100% 5% 85% 7% 87% 13% 24% 0% 30% 36%
RTO2 50% 54% 86% 100% 87% 85% 84% 87% 85% 68% 88% 86% 72%
RTO3 33% 47% 65% 87% 80% 66% 62% 73% 69% 65% 55% 60% 60%
RTO4 35% 35% 75% 88% 59% 87% 65% 90% 7% 80% 63% 74% 65%
RTO5 16% 0% 30% 70% 66% 67% 62% 70% 42% 63% 55% 67% 60%
RTO6 19% 0% 24% 43% 13% 23% 16% 38% 32% 26% 18% 23% 20%
RTO7 69% 61% 80% 69% 80% 66% 90% 78% 92% 2% 88% 79%
RTO8 26% 46% 57% 20% 16% 11% 14% 13% 17% 22% 13% 25% 13%
RT09 38% 38% 46% 73% 35% 50% 35% 44% 58% 46% 34% 33% 19%
RT10 50% 78% 65% 79% 88% 35% 7% 57% 73% 75% 61% 60% 72%
RT11 3% 13% 11% 47% 11% 43% 3% 13% 14% 59% 8% 23% 25%
Average 27% 37% 49% 72% 48% 58% 45% 60% 51% 56% 42% 52% 47%
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Cross Section Measurement for Mixer Transects

Figure3.19 showsthe mean bed elevation for each of the mixer seriestransectsfrom February 1993
through July 1998. Transects 1-4 were first surveyed in February 1993. Transects 5-8 were first
surveyedin September 1993. All datawere normalized to usethe July/September 1993 survey asthe
baseline and the relative elevation of each transect was set to 1.0 meter for that survey.

Figure 3.20 shows the average relative bed elevation for M-3 through M-8 transects. M-1 and M-2
were not included in the average. M-1 experienced achannel course changein 1993. A new main
channel was formed in alocation of a small secondary channel, subsequently filling the old main
channel. M-2 wasthelocation of the formation of the new main channel, requiring achangein the
width of the survey. It filled on the left and scoured on the right, without a lot of net change.
However, after the change, the cross-section ran diagonally across the new channel and became
impossible to survey at high flows. It is not included in the average due to the loss of these data
points.

Table 3.18 summarizes the response of each transect. These transects are more variable in nature
than the RT series and tend to represent more dynamic locations. They were also surveyed more
frequently to better determinetheresponseto the ascending and descending limbsof the hydrograph.
The general trend during most runoff periods is to exhibit scour on the ascending limb and
deposition on the descending limb. In all years except 1997, scour is greater during the non-runoff
period than during runoff. The dynamics at these locations are much different than at the RT cross-
sections. The gradient is typically higher and they are located in areas of significant cobble
movement and channel change. The extreme example is RT-01 with over 1.0 m of fill as the
channel was isolated during one runoff event.

Most of these cross-sections have exhibited a pattern of scour since mimicry of the natural
hydrographwasinitiatedin 1992, similar tothe RT cross-sectionsand greater inmagnitude. Further,
the pattern of stability that isseeninthe RT surveysisnot apparent, with 1997 being the lowest year
to date and the 1998 survey shows an average elevation below the earlier years. Stability isnot yet
evident. However, thisisahistorically dynamic area and these |ocations have historically changed
more than other areas of theriver. Thelack of stability in six years of datais not alarming.

Table 3.19 presents the cobble percentages during each survey for the mixer series cross-sections.
Cobble percentages are generally higher and less variable for these surveys than for the RT series.
There is no statistically significant difference in the average cobble percentages with time.

Hydrology/Geomorphology/Habitat Final Report Chapter 3
February 25, 2000 3-50 Geomorphology
- return to
m

previous next Main Menu



Table of

Contents
1.20
L
1.00 A e
> /
fo
g 0.80—= Y
P4
S
©
5 0.60
w
e
(5]
m
g 0.40
©
[5]
14
0.20
M1-4 were first surveyed 21-Feb-93
M5-8 were first surveyed 21-Sep-93
| | |
01/31/93 08/01/93 01/31/94 08/01/94 01/31/95 08/01/95 01/31/96 07/31/96 01/30/97 07/31/97 01/30/98 07/31/98
— m M1 M2 w9 M3 M4 M5 @ M6 & M7 A M8
Figure 3.19. Relative bed elevation for all Mixer series transects on the San Juan River
(1993-1998).
1.10 T T 1 T T
| | | | |
M-3 & M-4 were first surveyed 21-Feb-93.
M-3 and M-4 reference survey is 7/28/93.
M5 to M-8 were first surveyed 9/21/93.
M5 to M-8 reference survey is 9/21/93
‘@
@
©
E
c
S
©
>
(]
w
o
]
m
(]
=
8
0]
12
09/21/93 05/18/94 08/01/94 04/19/95 06/30/95 08/16/95 05/16/96 07/16/96 08/18/97
03/23/94 06/30/94 03/02/95 05/12/95 07/19/95 03/15/96 06/14/96 02/27/97 07/30/98
Survey Date
Figure 3.20. Average relative bed elevation for Mixer series transects (M-3 to M-8) on the
San Juan River (1993-1998).
Hydrology/Geomorphology/Habitat Final Report Chapter 3
February 25, 2000 3-51 Geomorphology
- return to

previous next Main Menu



Table of

Contents
Table 3.18. Summary of Mixer series transect changes with time.
Transect Net Change- m Description of the Pattern of Change
9/83-8/98
M-01 -0.48 First survey in Feb 93. Total change -0.55 m. Could not
survey at high flow, so several missing survey points. Heavy
scour in ‘94 as secondary channel enlarged. Some scour in
‘95. Stable since. No re-filling between runoff.
M-02 0.11 First survey in Feb 93. 1.04 m total change. Heavy fill in
1993 as this channel was isolated and new channel
developed on the right sight of M-01. Stable from ‘95-97.
Filled in ‘97 and '98. Isolated at low flow.
M-03 -0.28 First survey in Feb 93. -0.09 m total change. Some fill in
1993, scour in ‘94, stable until ‘97, scour in ‘97 and ‘98.
M-04 -0.18 First survey in Feb 93. -0.05. Filled in ‘93 and ‘98. Scoured
in ‘94, ‘95 and ‘97.
M-05 0.03 Scoured in ‘94, scoured and re-filled in ‘95 and ‘96, filled in
‘97 and ‘98.
M-06 -0.33 Scoured in ‘94 and ‘97, scoured and re-filled in ‘95 and ‘96,
stable in '98
M-07 -0.11 Scoured before runoff in ‘94, scoured and re-filled in ‘95 and
‘96, stable since.
M-08 -0.01 Very stable with some scour in ‘95 and gradual re-fill since.
MEAN -0.22 General pattern of scour at peak runoff and refill on
descending limb. Greatest net scour in 1994 and 1997.
Tend to be erosional between runoff and depositional during
runoff, except for 1997.
MEAN w/o -0.15 M-1 is missing several surveys. M-2 filled heavily in 1993 as
M-1&2 a new secondary formed north of the transect, isolating it
except at high flow.
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Table 3.19. Percent cobble substrate for the Mixer series transects on the San Juan River (1993-1998).
Date Mixer 1 Mixer 2 Mixer 3 Mixer 4 Mixer 5 Mixer 6 Mixer 7 Mixer 8 Average
M-3 to M-8
02/21/93 83% 74% 29% 46%
04/06/93 0% 39%
06/30/93 94% 23% 73% 90%
07/28/93 96% 51% 80% 71%
09/21/93 63% 44% 37% 60% 59%*
03/24/94 83% 26% 70% 69% 49% 29% 34% 54% 51%
05/18/94 28% 75% 89% 26% 36% 41% 49% 53%
06/30/94 36% 75% 64% 43% 23% 39% 64% 51%
08/01/94 89% 37% 73% 70% 51% 17% 39% 65% 52%
03/02/95 87% 27% 62% 65% 52% 33% 37% 66% 53%
04/19/95 32% 65% 74% 54% 39% 67% 50%
05/12/95 75% 68% 74% 68% 52% 37% 52% 61% 57%
06/03/95 83% 29% 82% 66% 51% 46% 59% 64% 61%
07/19/95 92% 34% 79% 73% 57% 38% 41% 68% 59%
08/16/95 93% 35% 82% 75% 51% 36% 43% 41% 55%
03/06/96 94% 32% 75% 73% 61% 39% 46% 66% 60%
05/24/96 93% 46% 73% 76% 54% 50% 44% 66% 60%
06/14/96 94% 34% 75% 75% 53% 46% 40% 58% 58%
07/16/96 91% 50% 80% 69% 54% 36% 44% 64% 58%
02/27/97 87% 27% 72% 75% 48% 38% 43% 51% 55%
08/18/97 13% 81% 41% 60% 55% 40% 64% 57%
07/30/98 28% 66% 44% 39% 46% 45% 65% 51%
* This average includes the July data for M-3 and M-4.
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Cross Section Measurement for Debris Field Transects

Figure 3.21 shows the mean bed elevation for each of the debris series transects from September
1993 to August 1998. All datawere normalized to use the September 1993 survey as the baseline
and the relative elevation of each transect was set to 1.0 meter for that survey.

Figure 3.22 shows the average relative bed elevation for D-1 through D-5 transects. Table 3.20
summarizes the response of each transect. These transects have exhibited more total scour than
either the RT or mixer cross-sections and have not stabilized. The pattern of scour during peak
runoff and refill on the descending limb issimilar to the pattern seen in the mixer, although thereis
lessre-fill for more total net scour.

Table 3.21 presents the cobble percentages during each survey for the debris field series cross-
sections. Cobble percentages are generally lower than either the RT or mixer series transects with
not significant change with flow or time.

Cross Section Measurement for Clay Hills Transects

Figure 3.23 shows the mean bed elevation for each of the Clay Hills transects from October 1993
to August 1998. All datawere normalized to use the October 1993 survey as the baseline and the
relative elevation of each transect was set to 1.0 meter for that survey.

Figure 3.24 showsthe average relative bed elevation for C-1 and C-2 transects. Thesetransectsare
located in acanyon reach that isinfluenced by Lake Powell. Thereisabout 40 ft of sand deposited
in the bottom of the canyon in this location, so the river bottom is very mobile. The thalweg is
constantly shifting by eroding and depositing sand shoals. Most of the change in the two cross-
sections through July 1996 is aresult of this erosion and deposition within the cross-sections.

Beginningin 1996, the el evation of the downstream cross-section (C-2) beganincreasing. C-1began
increasing in 1997. Both are at maximum (approximately 0.65 m higher than theinitial surveys) in
thefall of 1998. Prior to 1995, Lake Powell levelswere sufficiently low to not influence thisreach.
Even though the lake levels were low, rerouting of the channel at RM 0O placed the channel on a
sandstone ledge, preventing erosion upstream. In 1995 lake levels reached a level sufficient to
submerge the waterfall that had developed at the ledge, but did not markedly impact channel
elevations upstream until 1996. Since that time, the bed elevation has been gradually increasing in
response to this backwater effect. A plot of Lake Powell water surface elevation is shown in
Figure 3.25. Also shown isthe approximate elevation of the waterfall.

Substrate is 100% sand for both of these transects and will remain so regardless of the elevation of
the bed. The changesin bed elevation in this reach (below RM 18) are more influenced by Lake
Powell than San Juan River discharge.
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Table 3.20. Summary of debris field series transect changes with time.
Transect Net Change- m  Description of the Pattern of Change
9/83-8/98
D-01 -0.03 Relatively stable, with some deposition until ‘97, sour in ‘97 and ‘98
D-02 -0.57 Heavy scour in ‘95 and ‘97, some re-fill on descending limb, net
scour each year except ‘96.
D-03 -0.34 Similar to D-02, except filled slightly in ‘98.
D-04 -0.18 Heavy scour through peak, large refill on descending limb, little net
change until scour in ‘97.
D-05 -0.01 Large fill in ‘94, minor fill in ‘96, heavy scour in ‘95, small scour in
‘97, no change in ‘98
MEAN -0.23 General pattern of scour at peak runoff and refill on descending

limb. Greatest net scour in 1995 and 1997. Tend to be erosional
on ascending limb and during peak runoff.

Table 3.21. Percent cobble substrate for the debris field series transects on the San Juan
River (1993-1998).

Date D-1 D-2 D-3 D-4 D-5 Average
09/22/93 34% 22% 16% 16% 19% 21%
03/30/94 28% 20% 14% 9% 21% 19%
05/19/94 36% 38% 22% 51% 29%
06/29/94 21% 25% 13% 4% 34% 19%
08/03/94 34% 24% 5% 4% 30% 19%
03/03/95 24% 29% 9% 5% 17% 17%
04/20/95 25% 29% 13% 8% 28% 20%
05/11/95 21% 29% 8% 9% 42% 22%
07/01/95 22% 15% 23% 43% 21%
07/20/95 30% 10% 43% 7% 21% 22%
08/24/95 25% 11% 43% 7% 8% 19%
03/12/96 25% 12% 40% 3% 40% 24%
05/23/96 27% 18% 43% 2% 26% 23%
06/14/96 27% 14% 44% 3% 12% 20%
07/17/96 26% 15% 48% 1% 28% 24%
02/26/97 21% 9% 34% 6% 28% 20%
08/19/97 33% 14% 29% 14% 17% 21%
09/04/98 37% 26% 31% 13% 23% 26%
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Figure 3.25. Lake Powell water surface elevation (1986-1998).

Channel Response to Flows at USGS Gage Locations

Upon analysis of the data, only the San Juan River at Farmington and San Juan River at Shiprock
datacould beused. Theearly recordsat Bluff were not available, limiting the record to aperiod too
short to beuseful. At Archuleta, aportion of the measurements were made by wading and aportion
from the cableway. There appears to be a different datum for the two surveys that could not be
reconciled, asthe el evations between the two methodswere consistently different. Whiletherewere
difficultiesin interpreting and adjusting the data from Farmington and Shiprock, the resulting data
set used is felt to be sufficiently accurate to allow assessment of the long-term response of the
channel at these to locations.

Therelative bed el evation at the Farmington gageisshown in Figure 3.26 for the period 1942 - 1996.
The baseline elevation of 1.0 m was assigned to the April 1942 data point and all subsequent
elevationscomputed fromthisbaseline. Only April and June elevationsare shown, representing pre-
and post-runoff. The sameinformationisshown in Figure 3.27 for the Shiprock gage for the period
1943 -1996. Thedate of Navajo Dam influence is shown on each plot al ong with the beginning of
the re-operation to mimic a natural hydrograph.
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Both plotsindicate that the extremesin elevation before and after runoff are influenced by the peak
magnitude and volume of runoff. Assuch, there appearsto belessvariability after closureof Navgo
Dam than before, but the difference is more marked for Farmington than Shiprock. There does not
appear to be any significant shift of long term scour or deposition due to Navajo Dam influence.
Farmington shows a general depositional trend with time, before and after Navajo Dam. Shiprock
does not exhibit any statistically significant trend.

There appearsto be aminor shift downward in each graph at the beginning of re-operationin 1992,
although the trend has not changed after this shift. The shift is more marked for Shiprock than
Farmington, reflecting the more dynamic nature of thissite. Thisshiftissimilar to the results seen
at the RT transects. When comparing the amount of shift to the long term patterns, there does not
appear to be a concern that any serious channel degrading is occurring. The minimum elevations
after re-operation are still above the minimums during the post-dam period and well above the
minimums for the pre-dam period.

Substrate Movement at Surveyed Cross-Sections

Both scour and deposition occurred at all cross-sections and during all survey periods, at flows as
low as 2,500 cfs, the lowest maximum flow between surveys. 1n addition, cobble movement (both
scour and deposition) occurred at some point in most of these cross-sectionsat al flows. Table3.22
summarizes the scour and deposition between survey points for the RT and Mixer cross-sections,
including the portion of each that iscobble. Also showninthetablearethe hydrographic parameters
of the flow recommendation and the linear correlation parameters for each to scour and deposition.

The strongest correlation with total scour and any of the hydrographic conditionsiswith days above
5,000 cfs(R*>=0.82,n=12, p<.01). Thereisalso areasonable correlation between peak discharge
and days above 2,500 cfs. Thecorrelationimprovesonly sightly when all hydrographic parameters
are included.

Thecorrel ation between deposition and the hydrographic conditionsisnot asstrong, with daysabove
8,000 cfs being the best (R* = 0.59, n = 12, p < .01). There is significant improvement in the
correlation when al parameters are used.

The cobble movement correlations are not as strong, with only three of the parameters significant
at the 95% level. Cobble movement (deposition and scour) is most strongly correlated to days
above 5,000 cfs, although the correlation is weak. The correlation improves for both scour and
deposition when al hydrographic parameters are included in the analysis.

The mixer transects have more variability than the RT transects and the correlations are not as good.
In this case, the deposition correlations are better than those for scour for total movement and the
oppositefor cobblemovement. Thereareno significant correlationsfor cobble scour, and the cobble
deposition relationships are weak.
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Table 3.22. Average deposition and scour (total and cobble) at RT and Mixer series
transects in the San Juan River (1992-1998) as related to hydrographic
conditions.

Period Total -m”3/m Cobble - M"3/m Peak Days Days Days Days combined
Scour Deposition Scour Deposition c¢fs  >10000 >8000 >5000 > 2500

RT cross-sections

Mar-Jul 92 9.4 7.1 0.3 1.9 8,900 0 3 54 81
Jul 92 - Feb 93 5.2 6.9 0.8 0.7 3,490 0 0 0 9
Feb - Jul 93 14.0 5.1 4.0 2.9 10,300 1 16 109 128
Jul 93 - Mar 94 3.9 8.1 1.4 1.0 4,700 0 0 0 6
Mar 94 - Aug 94 7.5 2.7 1.1 0.8 10,000 0 13 49 67
Aug 94 - Mar 95 3.2 6.4 0.6 05 2,820 0 0 0 1
Mar 95 - Aug 95 8.8 2.8 1.8 1.6 12,100 11 27 72 135
Aug 95 - Mar 96 1.6 6.9 0.6 1.1 2,490 0 0 0 0
Mar 96 - Jul 96 4.6 3.6 0.9 0.5 3,540 0 0 0 36
Jul 96 - Feb 97 2.0 7.2 0.4 09 2,510 0 0 0 1
Feb 97 - Aug 97 10.6 2.7 2.3 1.1 11,900 10 29 49 98
Aug 97 - Aug 98 3.4 8.4 0.9 1.9 8,300 0 2 33 78
Correlation coefficient - total scour 0.67 0.22 0.55 0.82 0.72 0.84
Significance of f statistic (p) - total scour <01 0.12 0.01 <.01 <.01 0.02
Correlation coefficient - total deposition 0.33 0.40 0.59 0.20 0.30 0.83
Significance of f statistic (p) - total deposition 0.05 0.03 <.01 0.14 0.07 0.03
Correlation coefficient - cobble scour 0.36 0.09 0.47 0.58 0.45 0.73
Significance of f statistic (p) - cobble scour 0.04 0.17 0.02 <01 0.02 0.08
Correlation coefficient - cobble deposition 0.34 0.02 0.12 0.69 0.53 0.89
Significance of f statistic (p) - cobble deposition 0.04 0.70 0.28 <.01 0.01 0.01
Mixer cross-sections
Feb - Apr 93 8.7 4.4 15 0.1 6,720 0 0 25 39
Apr - Jun 93 19.1 4.8 0.2 3.8 10,300 3 16 67 67
Jun - Jul 93 3.0 5.8 3.2 1.6 7,360 0 0 9 16
Jul 93 - Mar 94 2.2 4.5 2.1 1.3 4,700 0 0 0 6
Mar 94 - May 94 3.7 7.2 3.8 1.5 6,600 0 0 7 14
May 94 - Jun 94 5.6 7.5 3.4 1.7 10,000 0 13 41 41
Jun 94 - Aug 94 4.7 2.0 0.2 2.4 5,460 0 0 1 12
Mar 95 - Aug 95 4.7 6.3 3.2 2.0 12,100 11 27 72 135
Aug 95 - Mar 96 1.4 2.6 15 0.7 2,490 0 0 0 0
Mar 96 - Jul 96 3.0 1.8 0.8 1.1 3,540 0 0 0 36
Jul 96 - Feb 97 2.0 2.1 0.7 0.7 2,510 0 0 0 1
Feb 97 - Aug 97 6.8 10.7 5.0 3.4 11,900 10 29 49 98
Aug 97 - Jul 98 7.7 4.7 2.3 2.3 8,300 0 2 33 78
Correlation coefficient - total scour 0.3 0.04 0.15 0.47 0.18 0.71
Significance of f statistic (p) - total scour 0.05 0.52 0.2 0.01 0.14 0.07
Correlation coefficient - total deposition 0.63 0.35 0.48 0.33 0.28 0.82
Significance of f statistic (p) - total deposition <01 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.06 0.01
Correlation coefficient - cobble scour 0.31 0.23 0.24 0.09 0.15 0.66
Significance of f statistic (p) - cobble scour 0.05 0.1 0.09 0.33 0.19 0.12
Correlation coefficient - cobble deposition 0.47 0.26 0.41 0.39 0.3 0.51
Significance of f statistic (p) - cobble deposition 0.01 0.07 0.02 0.02 0.05 0.31
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Theserel ationshipsare somewhat different than those reported i n the Flow Recommendation Report.
This table includes the 1998 data and a correction to some of the values for the RT transects.
Further, theval uesreportedintheflow recommendation arelisted asm*m, whereasthey are actually
ft¥/ft. These changes do not change the conclusions in the flow recommendation report.

Flow Modification Impact on Channel Complexity

Figure 3.28 shows the relationship between the number of islands in Reaches 3 to 5 and discharge
during each of the mapping periods. Two regression linesare shown. Thelonger linerepresentsthe
full range of discharges encountered. The shorter line includes only flows below 1,200 cfs to
represent low flows. It istheorized that channel complexity at low flow would show change first
if channel simplification was occurring because of channel scour. As expected, the number of
islands increases with increased flow up to about 6,500 cfs as more secondary channels become
active. The substantial drop in number of islands between 6,500 and 7,700 cfs indicates overbank
flooding at this discharge as inundated islands are flooded and become mapped as flooded
vegetation.

1200
1000 —June 94
% 800
2 E—
C—E T / [JJune|93
— 600
g 4 DE';;,",;% Full data set R*2=0.90, n=19,p<.01
Z 400
200
IR Low flow R"2=096,n=12,p<0l |
0 | l | l
0 2000 4000 6000 8000
Discharge - cfs
O  Sum Reach 3-5 —— binomial regression
—— Regression below 1,200 cfs =  Reach 3-5 < 1,200 cfs

Figure 3.28. Relationship between main channel flow and island count.
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Figure 3.29 Island count in Reaches 3, 4, and 5 at base flow vs. time as a measure of
change in channel complexity.

To examine the chronological effect of the flow regime on the number of islands throughout the 7-
year research period (atest of channel simplification), the total number of islands in Reaches 3, 4,
and 5 was plotted against time as noted by the triangles in Figure 3.29. The first data set plotted
represents the actual number of islands at the noted flow for each mapping, with only the mapping
runs completed at flows below 1,200 cfs shown. Any variation inisland count because of channel
simplification for this data set is masked by the change in flow rate during mapping. To determine
if achange occurred, theisland counts had to be standardized to acommon flow. These normalized
island counts are represented as squares on the second line. Normalized island countsfor each year
were computed astheratio of theisland counts predicted by the regression equation (represented by
shorter line on Figure 3.28) for a flow of 1,000 cfs, to that ratio predicted at the flow shown in
Figure 3.29 times the actual number of islands mapped at the flow shown. The analysisindicates
asmall reduction in islands through 1994, an increase in 1995, a subsequent decreasein 1996, and
a dight increase in 1997 with no net change over the 6-year period. The scour indicated by the
decreasein mean channel elevation at the measured cross-sectionswould indicate animbalance that
could lead to channel simplification (loss of multiple channels and islands). For this short period
of record, it appears that there was no significant loss of channel complexity associated with the
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channel scour observed, although there appears to have been a short-term loss that was regained
during the high-flow condition in 1995.

During 1995, for thefirst timein the 7-year research period, flows exceeded 10,000 cfsfor morethan
1 day, achieving a daily peak flow of 12,100 cfs with flows above 10,000 cfs for 11 days at
Four Corners. The first increase in islands was exhibited in 1995. The indication from this flow
series is that maintaining peak flows near channel capacity (1992 to 1994) may have slightly
simplified the channel, while alarger overbank flow (1995) appears to have devel oped additional
channels and idlands, reversing the simplification. Some channel complexity may be lost because
of summer and fall sediment-laden storm events that tend to berm off small flow-through and
secondary channels (August 1994 to November 1994), and runoff eventswith peaksbel ow 5,000 cfs
(1996) may causeloss of channel complexity through the same process. The year 1997 wasthe only
other year with flows above 10,000 cfsand the only other year to exhibit anincreaseinisland count,
although theincreaseis small relativeto 1995. Thisisduein part to large summer sediment inflow
between runoff and mapping that refilled small secondary channelsin 1997.

Loss of channel complexity is of concern not only as an indicator of channel incision and loss of
secondary channels, but because of the potential impact on habitat diversity. Figure 3.30 plots the
average Shannon-Weaver habitat diversity index for Reaches 3-5 with non-normalized island count
for the flows below 1,200 cfs from 1992 through 1997. The patterns are not the same, but habitat
diversity did increase somewhat in 1995 following runoff after adeclinein 1994. Ingeneral, habitat
diversity hasnot decreased during the period of test flows, correspondingwithgenera trendinisland
count. However, it appears that habitat diversity is related to processes other than channel
complexity. The greatest diversity existed in 1993 after prolonged runoff and again after the high
flowsin 1997. Thischangeis likely not significant however. Habitat diversity for the number of
habitat categories mapped can rangefrom 0to 1.49 (log of the number of habitats). During the study
they ranged from 0.83 to 0.96, arelatively small variation and likely within mapping error.

Habitat diversity was regressed against island count for the three reaches and seven mappingsin the
data set to determine the existence of arelationship. Whilethere was a positive correlation between
island count and habitat diversity it wasvery weak (R*= 0.14, p=0.08). By removing the two winter
values (December 92 and January 96) the relationship improved (R*= 0.42, p=0.001), but was till
not strong. Obviously, other mechanisms influence habitat diversity as strongly as island count.

Whileanaysisof thetrend in island areas seemsto indicate that the net effect of the research flows
has not been damaging to channel complexity or habitat diversity and that flows above 10,000 cfs
are important in maintaining channel complexity, 5 yearsis ashort period of record with which to
identify long-term trends. Long-term monitoring will be required to assessthe effects of restoration
of amore-natural hydrograph on channel complexity.
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Figure 3.30. Habitat Diversity and Island Count in the San Juan River at flows below
1,2000 cfs, 1992-1997

Bankfull Channel Capacity

A summary of bankfull discharges for the reaches modeled with HEC-RAS is presented in
Table 3.23. In the lower three reaches, overbank flow occurred first (indicated by overbank
conditionsat onetransect) at dischargesbetween 7,100 and 7,500 cfs, based on calibrated HEC-RAS
modeling. At RM 174, thefirst transect to show overbank flow occurred at 10,000 cfs. At least two
cross-sections in each reach experienced overbank flow between 8,000 and 8,500 cfs for all study
reaches except

RM 174, which required 10,500 cfs for overbank flow at two cross-sections. Therefore, bankfull
was assessed to be between 7,100 and 10,000 cfs, depending on the study reach. While this
discharge is greater than that estimated based on island counts and flooded vegetation for 1993 and
1994, therangesoverlap. If area difference exists between the beginning and ending of the 7-year
research period, it could be partly explained by anincreasein channel capacity because of bed scour
between 1993 and 1996. However, conclusions based on such a short time period should be
considered preliminary, and continued monitoring is necessary to verify an actual changein channel
capacity. If channel capacity has increased, the change can be considered relatively insignificant,
especially because a concurrent change in channel complexity was not detected. While modeled
reaches exhibited initiation of overbank flow at between 7,100 and 10,000 cfs, consi stent overbank
flow occurred at between 8,000 and 10,500 cfs. The median overbank flow for the 20 cross-sections
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Table 3.23. Bankfull discharge from HEC-RAS modeling of four 0.25 mile (mi) reaches in
the San Juan River between River Mile (RM) 133 and RM 174.

REACH DESIGNATION BANKFULL FLOW AT ONE BANKFULL FLOW AT TWO OR
CROSS-SECTION (CFS) MORE CROSS-SECTIONS (CFS)

RM 133 7,500 8,000

RM 167 7,100 8,000

RM 169 7,100 8,500

RM 174 10,000 10,500

modeled was 9,000 cfs. However, the nature of the areas model ed was such that when flows were
overbank on more than 25% of the area, any increase in stage (height of water) with increased flow
wassmall. Insomeareas, the floodplain sloped away from theriver channel, allowing the overbank
flow to spread out and reenter the channel at a downstream location. In other locations alow, flat
floodplain was separated from the river by a short berm, allowing alarge increasein flow areafor
asmall change in stage. Based on thisinformation, bankfull discharge for the San Juan River was
set at 8,000 cfs (25% of cross-sections overbank) as the value that appeared to fit most of the study
area

The mean bankfull discharge for the RT cross-sections was computed to be 7,300 cfs (range 5,300
t0 9,900 cfs) prior to modification of the flows (1992). After 6 years of research flows designed to
mimic anatural hydrograph, the mean bankfull discharge was computed to be 8,200 cfs (range 5,800
to 12,600 cfs) for an increase of 12% from pre-research conditions. The 8,000-cfs channel capacity
determined from the modeling studiesis supported by the results of this analysis and the perceived
change in channel capacity over the research period confirmed.

In summary, the bankfull discharge of the San Juan River is about 8,000 cfs and has increased by
about 12% since the beginning of the research period. Bankfull flow is considered the practical
upper limit for maintenance of cobble transport through low-gradient reaches and is considered in
the analysis of cobble bar maintenance in the next section. Flows above 10,000 cfs appear to be
important for maintaining channel complexity and floodplain integrity. Continued monitoring will
be necessary to verify these values and assess impacts of the restoration of a more-natural
hydrograph on channel complexity and capacity.

Cobble Bar Characterization

From the substrate characterization at each cross-section, itisclear that substantial cobble movement
has taken place during each of the 6 years measurements have been taken. This qualitative
assessment does not alow good predictive capability or characterization of the conditionsthat exist
in suspected spawning locations. The detailed radio tracking completed by Miller Ecological
Consultants in the summers of 1993 and 1994 allowed identification of these suspected spawning
locations and a characterization of the substratein these areas. 1n 1994, the results from these sites
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were compared to known spawning areas on the Y ampaRiver and a suspected site on the Colorado
River in Grand Junction, Colorado to assess the suitability of substrate for spawning at these
locations. Similarity would suggest suitability. However, dis-similarity would not necessarily
indicate unsuitability, since it may be possible for successful spawning in substrate with
characteristics different than those seen on the Yampa river. The sites did exhibit similar
characteristics, except that the cobble size at the Colorado River site was larger than at the other
locations. 1n 1995, the conditions at 13 locations were compared to the Y ampa and Colorado data
and to previous data at the suspected spawning sites in the San Juan in an attempt to identify other
locationsfor potential spawning. Subsequently, two suspected spawning locationsand two potential
spawning locations located upstream of the suspected sites have been monitored annually.

Characterization of Bed Material Size in Suspected Spawning Bars

Table 3.24 summarizes the cobble size distribution for each of the bars analyzed in 1995. For
comparison purposes, 1994 data from the suspected spawning locations and the Y ampa data are
included in the table. The average of all barsis very similar to the Y ampa site and many of the
individual sitesarealso very similar. Ingeneral, the cobble sizeisnot correlated to river milein the
range sampled (76.6 - 173.7) with noincreasing or decreasingtrend. Thereisappreciablevariability
from site-to-site, however.

Table 3.25 shows the same size distribution characteristics for the interstitial sediments sampled
from each bar. The distributions are for the material passing a 12.5 mm screen. Again, the
variability seen is somewhat random with respect to position on the river and the size does not
appear to be correlated to the cobble size. For example, the site with the largest interstitial material
has a smaller than average D50 cobble size and the site with the smallest interstitial material has
cobble similar in size to the site with the largest interstitial material.

Subsequent surveys were completed from 1996 through 1998 for the two suspected spawning bars
and the two potential upstream bars. Theresultsare summarized in Table 3.26. The variation from
year-to-year is believed to represent sampling error rather than any responseto flows. 1n 1996, the
flows were lower than the other years, so it is unlikely that the bars would have had larger cobble.
Sampling error isenhanced in these conditions asthe samples are taken under water. Also, thesame
location on the bar may not be sampled each year due to differencesin flow rate and water depth
which affect accessability to areas of the bar. Each of these conditions affect the accuracy of the
measurement and explain some of the variability in results form year-to-year.

In 1998, the measurement method was changed from ruler measurement of the intermediate cobble
dimension to the use of atemplate with square holes representing 1 cm incrementsin size. A test
of 460 cobbles taken at the same locations and by the same methods used in this study was
conducted to compare the results of the two methods. Figure 3.31 comparesthe size distribution of
the same sample from the two methods. There appearsto be about a 10% difference in the D, for
the 2 methods, with the measured method over-predicting. Figure 3.32 plotsthe ruler measurement
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Table 3.24. Cobble size distribution for potential spawning sites from 1995 survey.
Cobble Diameter Associated with the Indicated
“Percent Passive” Size Category
River mm
Date Mile Site D84 D75 D50 D25 D16
07/28/95 173.70 173 125 114 72 54 45
07/28/95 172.00 171 120 105 75 53 43
07/27/95 169.00 169A 90 79 60 44 41
07/27/95 168.40 168C 128 109 78 54 51
07/27/95 168.40 168B 118 111 74 58 50
07/27/95 168.40 168A 115 103 78 58 51
07/28/95 163.00 163 123 114 90 65 55
07/28/95 137.70 137B 105 95 70 54 45
07/28/95 137.30 137D 145 138 90 64 58
07/25/95 132.00 132-23 88 75 60 43 36
07/25/95 132.00 132-21 61 52 38 29 26
07/25/95 132.00 132-25 100 92 63 42 36
07/25/95 132.00 132-20 98 83 61 40 35
07/26/95 131.20 132-124 75 63 47 31 24
07/26/95 131.20 131-32 88 63 50 32 21
07/26/95 131.90 131-33 57 53 40 24 21
07/30/95 109.80 109 130 118 80 54 49
07/29/95  88.00 88 104 95 82 61 52
07/29/95  82.95 82A 78 72 61 49 42
07/29/95  82.90 82B 158 139 112 74 65
07/29/95  82.85 82C 90 72 59 46 40
07/29/95  78.00 78 130 114 89 74 71
07/29/95  76.60 76 124 121 101 79 71
Average 106 95 71 51 45
Yampa 110 94 76 58 46
Colorado 125 104 78 49 38
132-94 100 79 65 52 46
No. of sites exceeding Yampa
size 11 13 9 7 10
% of sites exceeding Yampa
size 47.8% 56.5% 39.1% 30.4% 43.5%
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material at selected cobble bars from

mm
Site D84 D75 D50 D25 D16
173.7 9.34 4.84 2.62 0.92 0.66
172 9.17 4.78 2.11 0.87 0.62
169 10.58 5.29 6.49 2.59 1.15
168.4C 9.48 4.89 3.07 0.98 0.70
168.4 B 9.71 4.98 3.79 0.93 0.57
168.4 A 10.30 5.19 5.63 1.47 0.98
163 10.13 5.13 5.11 1.21 0.81
137.4 9.96 5.07 4.56 1.11 0.76
137.7 8.03 4.36 1.25 0.59 0.43
132 #21 9.45 4.88 2.98 0.44 0.34
132 #25 10.21 5.16 5.33 0.78 0.40
132 #23 10.10 5.12 4.99 1.03 0.48
132 #20 8.75 4.62 0.77 0.35 0.26
131 #124 9.77 5.00 3.97 0.69 0.40
131 #33 10.11 5.12 5.02 1.18 0.59
131 #32 8.70 4.60 0.63 0.33 0.28
109 9.48 7.78 2.36 0.87 0.55
88 10.57 9.49 6.48 0.87 1.01
82.85C 9.51 7.82 3.42 1.05 0.58
829 B 9.03 7.08 1.59 0.79 0.49
82.95 A 3.53 1.59 1.17 0.75 0.60
78 9.71 4.97 3.77 1.12 0.71
76.6 7.12 4.02 1.31 0.77 0.57
Maximum 10.58 9.49 6.49 2.59 1.15
Minimum 3.53 1.59 0.63 0.33 0.26
Average 9.37 7.61 2.71 0.76 0.46
Hydrology/Geomorphology/Habitat Final Report Chapter 3
February 25, 2000 3-69 Geomorphology
- - return to
previous next Ma|n Menu



Table of
Contents

Table 3.26. Cobble size distribution for two suspected and two potential spawning bars
in the San Juan River, 1995-1998.

Cobble Diameter Associated with the

Indicated “Percent Passive” Size Category

mm
Site Year D84 D75 D50 D25 D16
M-4 (131.2) 1995 65 54 42 28 21
M-4 1996 108 98 80 66 56
M-4 1997 79 71 52 36 28
M-4 1998 85 70 46 25 19
Average 84 73 55 39 31
M-6 (132) 1995 86 73 51 34 27
M-6 1996 116 106 78 55 46
M-6 1997 99 84 66 49 44
M-6 1998 95 82 59 37 30
Average 99 86 63 44 37
1684 1995 110 102 72 49 46
1684 1996 146 126 84 50 46
1684 1997 105 100 63 43 37
1684 1998 112 99 68 47 36
Average 118 107 72 47 41
1737 1995 n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
1737 1996 99 80 48 30 26
1737 1997 126 80 38 22 17
1737 1998 120 103 70 47 39
Average 115 88 52 33 27
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on one axis and the template measurement on the other, with aregression line (intercept = 0) aso
shown. The linear regression indicates that the diameters measured with the template are 96% of
those measured with the ruler (R* = .95, n = 460, p < .01). No adjustment was made to prior year
data, since the 4% difference is easily within measurement error. Standardizing the measurement
method will help improve accuracy. Standardized methods and locations and adequate training of
the samplers are critical.

Depth of Open Interstitial Space in Cobble Bars

Depths of open interstitial space for each of the bars sasmpled in 1995 appear in Table 3.27 aong
with a summary of the cobble and interstitial material. The comparative data from the 1994
sampling is aso shown. The data are listed as actual depth in mm and depth expressed as the
number of mean cobblediameters. Unfortunately, comparable dataare not availablefromthe Y ampa
spawning bar. Although specific requirementsfor spawning have not been determined, it isthought
that depthslessthan 1.5 diametersarenot likely to be adequate, with 2 diameters or more preferable.
Based on this

criteria, sitesbelow RM131.2 exhibit |ess suitabl e conditionsthan the sites above thislocation, even
though the cobble size appears adequate.

Since 1995, open interstitial space has been surveyed at the four locations for which cobble size has
been measured. A summary of the results appear in Table 3.28. Low runoff in 1996 and storm
events near spawning in 1997 and 1998 have limited the open interstitial space during the after
runoff samples. Most severely affected is the potential bar at RM 168.4. The least affected is the
potential bar at RM 173.8.

Appendix A contains three-dimensional surface plots of depth of open interstitial space (depth to
embeddedness) for these four locations. These plots show a 3-D surface plot of the top of the bar
in the vicinity of the sampling with the depth of open interstitial space shown as 3-D “posts’ at the
location the measurement was taken.

Topographic Changes in Cobble Bars

Topographic surveys completed for three of the bars (173.7, 168.4 and 132) are shown in
Appendix A. Figuresareincluded for each bar showing a comparison of the bar topography for al
surveys on one figure, the bar topography with open interstitial measurements on another set of
drawings and surface plots of the change in the bars between surveyson athird set. The changesare
summarized in Table 3.29 for each of the bars.

While the gross change in the bars (average el evation change) is small for all bars (#0.10 m), the
pattern of changein responseto flow isdifferent among the bars. Only the bar at 132 was surveyed
in 1995, showing an increase in bar elevation of 0.09 m. During 1996, RM 173.7 was depositional
and the other two were slightly erosional. However the maximum and minimum elevations were
reducedfor all threebars. Between 1996 and 1997, RM 173.7 waserosional, although the maximum
elevationincreased. The other two barsweredepositional. In 1998 all three barswere depositional.
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Table 3.27. Summary of cobble, open interstitial space and interstitial material for
potential spawning bars in the San Juan River surveyed in 1995.
River Site Cobble Size Max. Depth of Interstitial Column Velocity
Mile Clean Voids Sediment
D84 D50 D16 D84 D50 D16 Mean Max. Min.
Cobble
mm mm mm mm Dia's. mm mm mm cm/se cm/se cm/se
C C C
173.70 125 72 45 170 2.4 93 26 0.7 75 90 60
172.00 120 75 43 210 238 92 21 0.6 86 105 58
169.00 90 60 41 170 238 106 65 1.2 105 138 70
168.40 110 70 46 225 3.2 101 48 0.8 83 140 60
166.60 San Juan Power Plant Diversion Dam
163.70 Four Corners Power Plant Diversion Dam
163.00 123 90 55 200 22 101 51 0.8 111 138 90
158.80 Hogback Diversion Dam
142.00 Cudei Diversion Dam
137.70 105 70 45 230 3.3 100 46 0.8 75 90 60
137.30 145 90 58 150 1.7 80 12 04 82 90 75
132.00 Main Bar 95 58 32 240 4.1 95 30 03 100 128 67
131.20 Red 75 47 24 130 2.8 98 40 04 58 110 22
Wash
131.20 Main 63 41 21 130 3.1 94 28 04 66 95 32
109.80 130 80 49 105 1.3 95 24 0.6 74 80 67
88.00 104 82 53 90 11 106 65 1.0 63 68 58
8295 C 78 61 42 115 1.9 95 34 0.6 77 90 65
8290 B 158 112 65 85 0.8 90 16 05 77 90 70
82.85 A 90 50 40 80 1.4 35 12 06 113 130 90
78.00 130 89 71 115 1.3 9.7 38 0.7 68 82 45
76.60 124 101 71 100 1.0 71 13 0.6 72 90 55
Average 106 71 45 150 2.1 94 27 05 81 103 61
Yampa Tertiary 110 76 46
132 94 Bar 100 65 46 450 6.9
131 94 RW 62 35 21 120 34
131 94Main 80 45 25 170 3.8
131 93 RW 120
132 93 Bar 120
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Table 3.28. Summary of depth of open interstitial space in cobble bars.

DEPTH 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997* 1998°

EXCEEDENCE
Areal extent exceeding stated depth of open interstitial space
- m2
RM 173.7(potential spawning bar), cobble D50 =5 cm
1 x Dg, n/a n/a 3622 2204 | 3437° 1356 3499
1.5 x D5, n/a n/a 3422 1512/ 18683 571 1913
2.0 x D, n/a n/a 3212 907 / 822° 214 656
RM 168.4 (potential spawning bar), cobble D50 = 6 cm
1 x Dy, n/a n/a 4957 566/857 374 2238
1.5 x D55, n/a n/a 2627 170/171 94 767
2.0 x Dy, n/a n/a 1117 57/86 94 64
RM 132 (main spawning bar), cobble D50 = 6 cm
1 X Dg, 64* 126* 853 712 688 (367)° 309
1.5x Dg, 104 63* 500 522 276(67)° 148
2.0 x D, 2¢ 294 317 308 172(33"° 40
RM 131 (lower red wash spawning bar), cobble D50 =5 cm
1 X Dg, n/a 466 222 66 157 123
1.5x Dg, n/a 106 100 66 105 46
2.0 x D, n/a 29 47 33 66 15
1 A large storm event occurred between July 29 and August 14, peaking twice in the 6,000 cfs range. This storm was just prior
to survey in 1997, which appears to have partially filled some open interstitial space with sediment.
2 The area surveyed was limited to chute channels (362 m?) compared to full bar (8,000 m?) in 1996 and 1997.
% The first value is pre-runoff, the second post-runoff
4 The area surveyed was about 10% that of later years, but was concentrated in the cleanest areas.
® First value is estimated based on a 20% subset survey taken in July prior to the storm event. Value in parenthesis was taken
just after the storm event.
°A sediment laden storm occurred between July 27 and Aug 5 (Peak 2500 cfs), just prior to Survey
" The area surveyed was limited to chute channels (774 m? compared to full bar (9,000, 11,300, 7,800 m?) in 1996,1997, 1998,
respectively).
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Table 3.29. Summary of changes in three cobble bars in the San Juan River surveyed
between 1995 and 1998. (needs to be converted to metric).

Average Changein Max Min Ac-ft SI@ Max cfs
Survey Date Elev. (M) Elev. (ft) Elev. (ft) Elev. (ft) Farmington

Bar at RM 173.7

04/02/96 100.00 94.8 89.0
07/08/96 100.12 0.12 94.5 89.5 327,207 3550
08/22/97 99.78 -0.34 95.0 87.8 1,708,389 12,400
08/10/98 99.88 0.10 94.8 87.6 1,322,083 7,580
Bar at RM 168.4
04/03/96  100.00 95.15 91.46
07/09/96 99.97 -0.03 95.12 90.10 326,000 3,550
08/22/97  100.05 0.08 95.11 91.60 1,705,000 12,400
07/29/98  100.19 0.14 95.49 91.35 1,360,000 7,580
Bar at RM 132
03/08/95  100.00 94.26 88.30
07/25/95  100.28 0.28 94.49 89.19 1,478,000 11,700
03/13/96  100.25 -0.03 94.09 88.73 478,000 2,550
7/10/96  100.20 -0.05 93.66 88.59 355,000 3,550
8/21/97  100.55 0.35 93.56 87.79 1,700,000 12,400
8/11/98  100.68 0.13 94.07 88.79 1,330,000 7,580

Examination of topographic surface plotsin Appendix A point out moresignificant differencesthan
the gross changeswould suggest. The shape of the bar at RM 173.7 shows only minor change, most
of which is concentrated around the chute channel. Thisis aso the location of the deepest open
interstitial space. The bar at RM 168.4 demonstrates more broadly distributed, but small change,
although asmall chute channel is beginning to develop through the bar. The bar at RM 132 ismore
dynamic. The changesin certain locations of the bar have been large and the shape and size of the
chute channel have both changed substantially over the survey period.

From the detailed surveys of these bars, and data collected at other suspected spawning sites that
have since been lost due to channel change, it isobviousthat any given spawning bar will only have
utility for a finite period of time. For example, the bar in the Red Wash secondary channel at
RM 131.2 where Miller (2000) documented Colorado pikeminnow in spawning behavior in 1994
was created in 1993 and isolated again by 1996. As the characteristics of a bar change and the
featuresrequired for spawning lost, other bars develop. For the period of thissurvey (1995 - 1998),
the three bars surveyed have maintained conditions thought to be necessary for spawning and will
likely continue for sometime. Among these, it appears that the upstream bars are more stable than
the RM 132 bar and will likely persist longer. The dynamic nature of the bars is expected and
necessary to maintain areas of open interstitial space.
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Cobble Bar Survey Summary

Based the analyses in this section, it appears that sites with suitability equal to those used by
Colorado pikeminnow exist upstream of the suspected sites(geomorphol ogical and habitat suitability
does not necessarily equateto use, but indicates potential). |f these upstream sites could be used for
spawning, the backwater habitat available downstream from spawning would increasein areaby 33-
43% and in number by 30-35%. In addition, the distance between spawning site and Lake Powell
would be increased by up to 31% or 45 miles.

Cobble Transport Analysis

Therangeof valuesfor three predicted conditions of cobble movement (initiation of motion, average
motion, full motion) appearsin Table 3.30 for the modeled reaches. The flows at which the three
conditions are met in each modeling reach are shown in Table 3.31.

Table 3.30. Boundary shear stress conditions at various flow rates for four modeled
reaches.

CFS RM 133.0 RM 167.0 RM 169.0 RM 173.7
Dy, - CM 5.00 6.00 6.00 4.00

Required for beginning motion (J*c: 0.02 - 0.03) 0.34-0.51 0.41-0.61 0.41-0.61 0.27-0.41
Required for average motion (J';= 0.03 - 0.045) 0.51-0.76 0.61-0.91 0.61-0.91 0.41-061

Required for full motion (J*C: 0.45 - 0.06) 0.76 - 1.01 091-1.22 091-1.22 0.61-0.77
Boundary Shear Stress
1,000 0.07 0.12 0.07 0.11
2,000 0.12 0.17 0.17 0.17
3,000 0.18 0.24 0.25 0.23
4,000 0.24 0.30 0.31 0.28 0.28
5,000 0.29 0.35 0.36 0.34 0.34
6,000 0.34 0.34 0.40 0.42 0.42 0.38 0.38

7,000 0.41 0.41 0.48 0.48 0.46 0.46 0.44 0.44
8,000 0.47 0.47 0.53 0.53 0.51 0.51 0.48 0.48
9,000 0.52 0.52 0.58 0.58 0.56 0.56 0.53 0.53
10,000 0.59 0.59 0.65 0.65 0.61 0.61 0.57 0.57
11,000 0.63 0.63 0.71 0.71 0.66 0.66 0.61 0.61
12,000 0.67 0.67 0.78 0.78 0.71 0.71 0.65 0.65

Note: Bold = beginning motion
Bold italics = average motion
Shadowed cells = full motion
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Table 3.31. Flows required to meet critical shear stress conditions for cobble transport.

Modeling Reach 133 167 169 173.7
Minimum Channel Capacity - cfs 7,500 7,100 7,100 10,000
Average Channel Capacity - cfs 8,000 8,000 8,500 10,500
Cobble D, - cm 5.0 6.0 6.0 4.0
Minimum flow for beginning motion - cfs 6-8,000 4-6,000 4-9,000 3-7,000
Ave flow for beginning motion - cfs 6-9,000 7-10,000 6-10,000 4-7,000
Minimum flow for ave. motion - cfs 8-12,000 6-10,000 9->12,000 7-10,000
Ave flow for ave. motion - cfs 9->12,000 10->12,000 10->12,000 7-11,000
Note: Flows above bankfull are not modeled accurately because of the inability to accurately assess the roughness of the

overbank condition or define the flow channel without large amounts of additional data and the ability to calibrate the model
at these higher flows. Therefore, values above bankfull presented in the table are qualitative only.

Accordingtothesecalculations, al of the model ed reaches have boundary shear stressesintherange
necessary for incipient motion for the average of all cross-sectionsat or below bankfull flow. Only
one reach attained the condition (J°s, = 0.030 to 0.045) that the literature discussed in the
METHODS section would suggest is necessary for measurable transport on average, although in
al but one reach some transects were predicted to reach the condition below bankfull flow. The
comparison of pre- and post-runoff surveys of the upstream cobble bar at RM 173.7 shows an
increase in mean bar elevation during the 1996 runoff period and a subsequent decrease in average
elevation during the 1997 runoff period. Thiswould suggest that cobble was transported to the bar
at aflow of lessthan 4,000 cfs (1996) and eroded from the bar during the higher flowsin 1997. The
bar at RM 168.4 was stable in 1996 but aggraded slightly in 1997. Given the morphological nature
of the changes in the examined cobble bars, any noted cobble transport could have resulted from
local scour and deposition rather than from immigration or emigration of material, but the change
in the bars could have resulted from upstream transport based on the assumption of the low end of
required J' ., Based on these findings, the conditions for cobble transport in these reaches range
from margina to plausible at or below bankfull discharge, depending on the reach. However,
adequate conditions exist for marginal transport only if the smaller J’ 5, values are applicable.

Three possible conditions found in the San Juan River supply some possible explanations for
predicted transport to be somewhat |ess than anticipated. First, cobble diameter measurementserred
on the large side; second, incipient and average motion begin at lower dimensionless shear stress
values (low end of the range) in the San Juan River; and third, cobbleis not adequately transported
through lower gradient reaches of the system.

Whilethefirst conditionisverified by the accuracy of measurement versusthe diameter found using
the template, samples taken in 1998 actually suggest that the mean cobble diameter may be a bit
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larger than the earlier measurements show. Itisstill possiblethat the samples have an inherent bias
to larger particles, especially dueto the underwater nature of the sampling. However, it appearsthat
thisisnot avalid explanation for predicted transport appearing less than anticipated based on field
observation.

The second condition may be because cobbl e shape and the presence of sand in the systeminfluence
cobbletransport. If the sand acts as alubricant, then transport could begin at lower average values.
The typical process of bar formation observed in the San Juan River consists of erosion of an
upstream bar under high-gradient conditions across the bar and subsequent deposition on a bar
located downstream. In addition, boundary shear stress may vary locally with varying substrate,
depth, and velocity. Assuch, cobblesinahigh-gradient reach may experience an adequate boundary
shear stressfor saltation or entrainment. The abundance of sand in the San Juan River may facilitate
continued transport once a cobbleis dislodged from the bed. This condition would tend to support
using the lower end of the J* 5, values.

Thethird condition isthat cobble becomes|ocally available and transported from shoreline sources
or that bar erosion allows short-distance movement, even though system shear stressisnot adequate
to move cobbl e through long, low-gradient reaches from upstream sources. In such a case, cobble
transport isadequatein the short-termtolocally maintain currently active cobble bars, and long-term
sediment balanceis met by continuous upstream erosion (head cutting) and subsequent downstream
deposition to the extent that the higher gradient |ocations move through low-gradient reaches. This
phenomenon, along with the formation of new secondary channels and resulting rapid, short-term
transport, has been observed locally in the San Juan River. Further, local imbalance has caused
deposition and subsequent change in main or secondary channel location. Such activitiesmaintain
sediment balance in the system over the long term, but may cause local imbalance.

Since the empirical data indicate cobble movement, even at low flows, and show that cobble
movement generally increases with increased flow magnitude and duration, it is quite possible that
some combination of the last two conditions exist in the San Juan River. Cobble barswill continue
to be monitored for changes with varying flow conditions.

The model studies indicate that flows in the neighborhood of channel capacity (8,000 cfs) are
necessary to transport cobble of sufficient size and quantity to build bars. While effective flow, in
terms of total sediment transport and channel maintenance, is typicaly lower than bankfull flow
(Andrews 1980, Pitlick and Van Steeter 1998), the bankfull flow recommendation is for cobble
transport and bar formation, and it is needed | ess frequently than typical effective flows. Sediment
transport theory, as applied to four modeling reaches, does not support arecommendation less than
bankfull for the required cobble transport, and flows above bankfull provide very little additional
shear stress for the volume of water required because of large overbank flow. Therefore, bankfull
flow is the recommended flow magnitude to support cobble transport in the San Juan River.
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Low Velocity Habitat Creation and Maintenance

Cobble/Sand Bar Monitoring

D-1: The results of 5 surveys of the bar located downstream of transect D-1 at RM 88 are
summarized in Table 3.32. Three-dimensiona surface plots of the survey areas are shown in
Appendix B. Thebar complex was subdivided to define points that would be in the backwater area
separately from the remainder of the bar. Both minimum and maximum elevations are shown for
the entire bar and for the backwater area and average elevations are shown for the entire area
surveyed.

By comparing the various average and maximum elevations for the backwater area and the entire
survey area, adefinite pattern emerges. Thebackwater areafilled somewhat during the summer after
runoff and scoured over winter, while the bar remained about constant in elevation and shape.
During spring runoff in 1995, the bar was scoured, losing about 0.6 m in maximum elevation and
0.15 min average elevation. The upper end of the bar was eroded away on the main channel side
and the lower end of the bar is nearly gone.

Based on this series of surveys, the bar appeared to be in an erosional state during the 1995 runoff
(peak discharge 329 m*/sec (11,600 cfs) at Four Corners), losing substantial areaand elevation. The
backwater area accumulated some sediment during the summer low-flow period and was cleaned
some during the winter flow period, with little change during peak runoff. During the August 14
and October 12, 1995 surveys, no backwater existed at 41 m¥/sec (1,450 cfs) and 25.5 m*/sec (900
cfs), respectively.

Table 3.32. D-1 Bar Survey Summary.

Date of Survey Backwater Area Only Entire Cobble Bar
Max Elev Min Elev Max Elev Min Elev Ave Elev
August 24, 1994 94.5 914 96.6 914 93.40
October 7, 1994 94.3 92.0 96.7 92.0 93.45
March 5, 1995 94.3 91.5 96.6 91.5 93.32
August 14, 1995 93.2 91.2 94.7 90.9 92.83
October 12, 1995 93.2 91.3 94.7 90.8 92.89
March 11, 1996 93.1 91.3 94.6 90.8 92.59
July 19, 1996 93.8 914 94.6 90.9 92.68
October 8, 1996 94.3 91.2 94.7 90.9 92.79
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By 1996, the bar that formed the backwater isnearly eroded away. The backwater isessentially gone
by October 1996. Surveyswere terminated at the end of 1996.

D-4: The results of 5 surveys of the bar located at transect D-4 (RM 86.4) are summarized in
Table 3.33 Three-dimensional surface plots of the survey areas are shown Appendix B. The bar
complex was subdivided as described above. At this location, the minimum elevation of the
backwater area increased during the summer of 1994, decreased during the winter, changed very
little in depth during the spring runoff in 1995 but increased in extent and then decreased again
during the summer of 1995. The maximum elevation of the entire bar changed very little, with a
dlight increase shown during spring runoff and adecrease shown in summer 1995. Itisapparent that
the bar is being eroded during spring runoff on the main channel side. Even though the maximum
elevationincreased during spring runoff, the bulk of the bar controlling the backwater did not change
in elevation relative to the post runoff condition in 1994, although the shape changed considerably.
Backwater conditionsexist at flows above about 900 cfsand becomesaflow-through at flowsabove
about 1,500 cfs. Below 900 cfs, the berm that forms at the lower end of the backwater isolateswater
in the backwater areafrom the main channel. The berm appears to devel op during the summer and
is eroded during spring runoff.

Thisbar isalso erosional on its main channel margin and relatively stable along thetop. The higher
flows during 1995 did not increase the elevation of the top of the bar, but did cause additional
erosion on the margin. The 1996 flows induced further margin erosion. If the trend continues, the
backwater will be lost. Surveys were terminated at the end of 1996.

Table 3.33. D-4 Bar Survey Summary.

Date of Survey Backwater Area Only Entire Cobble Bar
Max Elev Min Elev Max Elev Min Elev Ave Elev
August 24, 1994 94.4 93.3 98.2 92.8 95.54
October 7, 1994 94.7 93.9 98.3 93.4 95.85
March 5, 1995 95.0 93.5 98.2 91.8 95.74
August 14, 1995 94.6 93.3 98.4 92.2 95.41
October 12, 1995 94.2 92.5 98.0 91.8 95.47
March 11, 1996 94.6 93.1 98.4 92.3 95.34
July 19, 1996 95.2 93.2 97.3 92.5 95.42
October 8, 1996 95.3 93.9 98.2 92 95.58
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CH-2: The results of 5 surveys of the bar located at transect CH-2 (RM4) are summarized in
Table3.34. Three-dimensional surface plotsof the survey areasare shownin Appendix B. Thebar
complex was subdivided as described above. Thisisavery dynamic site with both deposition and
scour occurring continually along the marginsof thethalweg and over theentire areaat higher flows.
The valuesin Table 3.34 are not as instructive as for the other two bars due to the dynamic nature
of thissite. However, by inspection of the datafor the entire bar, it is evident that the higher flows
during 1995 runoff (both volume and magnitude) did not increase the elevation of the bar. If fact,
the maximum elevation of the bar decreased by 0.2 ft during thistime and actually increased during
1995 summer flow to return to the maximum elevation recorded in 1994. On average, the elevation
of the entire area surveyed dropped by 0.06 ft during spring runoff and increased by 0.32 ft during
the summer of 1995. The minimum elevation of the bar occurred at the end of the 1995 runoff,
demonstrating scour of nearly 3.0 ft. However, thisisat alocation on the margin of the thalweg that
occurred as the thalweg shifted.

During the period of August 25, 1994 to October 12, 1995, the thalweg shifted from river left at the
lower end to river right and then back to river left. At the upper end it shifted from river right to
river left. Thelarge but shallow backwater that existed in 1994 disappeared in 1995. After runoff
in 1995 no backwaters existed in this reach at flows above 25.5 m*/sec (900 cfs). In fact, at flows
of 38 m*/sec (1,350 cfs), nearly the entire areais under water.

Table 3.34. CH-2 Bar Survey Summary.

Date of Survey Backwater Area Only Entire Sand Bar
Max Elev Min Elev Max Elev Min Elev Ave Elev
August 25, 1994 93.0 91.5 94.4 90.3 92.18
October 6, 1994 94.0 91.3 94.3 90.4 92.24
March 4, 1995 93.2 90.0 924.1 89.9 92.23
August 15, 1995 93.3 92.6 94.1 87.1 92.31
October 13, 1995 93.8 92.8 94.4 90.1 92.66
March 8, 1996 93.6 91.7 94.2 90.8 92.55
July 18, 1996 924.1 90.6 924.1 89.3 92.30
October 9, 1996 94.4 89.4 94.7 89.4 92.60
March 12, 1997 94.6 92.41
August 20, 1997 95.5 93.11
September 9, 1998 96.7 95.10
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This trend of continuous local change in bar shape but no change in average or maximum bar
elevation continued until 1997. From March 1997 until September 1998, the average elevation of
the bar increased by 0.76 m and the maximum elevation increased by 0.61 m, similar to the change
in the C-2 transect discussed earlier. This changeisin response to the rising Lake Powell surface
elevation.

Summary: Between 1994 and 1996, none of the bar heights responded to differences in runoff.
It appearsthat the barsat D-1 and D-4, and their associated backwaters, formed as alluvial material
deposited during earlier times eroded away, exposing a more resistant cobble bar with abackwater
behind the bar. At flows in the range of 283 to 340 m%sec (10,000 to 12,000 cfs) the bars are
eroding. At 100 m¥sec (3,540 cfs) there was no obvious erosion. They may erode over a larger
range of flows, but flows higher than 12,000 or between 10,000 and 3,540 cfs have not been tested.
These are not permanently maintained features, but are representative of the many transitory
backwaters in the system.

Theconditionsat CH-2 aremuch different. The sandsforming thebarsat thislocation are deposited
inresponseto the gradient change created by L ake Powell backwater. 1n 1995 abackwater condition
(elevated Lake Powell water surface created higher water surface elevation at a given flow in this
reach) existed, yet the bar did not build in elevation during spring runoff. However, this backwater
condition did not occur until the end of runoff, with no effect thisfar up river. In 1996, the water
surface elevation again dropped. Thelack of average elevation change would indi cate that sediment
transport was about in balance (no scour or deposition) at thissitethrough 1996. Beginningin 1997,
inresponseto lake elevations, the bar began to rise and continued through 1998, in responseto Lake
Powell water surface elevations.

Maintenance of Secondary Channel Associated Backwaters

Based on six measurements over a range of discharges, a relationship was developed to predict
secondary channel discharge as afunction of main channel flow. The relationships developed for
each channel had an r 2 of 0.99 (p=0.002). The plots of the mean depth of the backwaters and the
main and secondary channel hydrographs are shown in Figure 3.33. Suspended sediment
concentration was measured about twice weekly during thistimeto provide datafor later modeling.

HEC-6 wasused to model sediment transport inthetwo secondary channelsso that predictionscould
be made for other conditions. Survey data from May 13 and 19, 1997, were used for channel
morphology inthe model. Manning’sn was determined using HEC-RAS, by varying Manning’ sn
until the model ed water surfaces matched the surveyed water surfaces. ThisresultedinaManning’s
n of 0.023 for Sand Island and 0.027 for Montezuma Creek. These n values are on the low end of
the range for typical, natural channels, but they are consistent with the predominantly
smooth-bottomed, relatively straight secondaries being modeled. Between May 13 and August 9,
1997 (the runoff period modeled), eight of the ten total surveys were completed in each secondary.
To calibrate HEC-6, the hydrographsin Figure 3.33, with their accompanying sediment load, were
routed through the channels. Parameters were adjusted until the modeled volumetric change in
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Figure 3.33. Flow and backwater depths for 1997 runoff for the Montezuma Creek and Sand Island sites.
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sediment load matched as closely as possiblethe measured volumetric changein sediment load. The
parameter adjusted was the size distribution of inflowing suspended sediment. For Sand Island,
there was one sediment size distribution for the entire time period, which was 50% very fine sand
and 50%finesand. For Montezuma Creek, the starting sediment sizedistribution was 71% very fine
sand and 29% fine sand, which changed to 99% medium sand and 1% coarse sand on May 25, 1997.
Suspended sediment si ze fracti onation was compl eted to determine composition of sand and silt, not
for a range of fine substrate sizes, so some calibration was necessary. Figure 3.34 shows the
measured and modeled results for the two backwaters.

For these secondary channels, the HEC-6 results for sediment inflow and outflow were extremely
sensitiveto even small changesin the sediment size distribution. For example, starting Montezuma
Creek with 75% very fine sand and 25% fine sand instead of 71% very fine sand and 29% fine sand
gave the results shown in Figure 3.35. Furthermore, the scatter in the fit in the early part of the
runoff period indicated sensitivity to sediment concentration as well as particle size. The scatter
about the mean was because of changesin sediment concentration at the break points. Further, one
dimensional modeling of these complex processes limits the robustness of the analysis. Therefore,
without amore-detailed particle sizedistribution and daily sediment concentration, projecting these
results for other flow and sediment conditionsis qualitative, at best.

Using the calibrated parameters, model runs were completed for 1993 and 1995 with sediment
concentrations collected during those years at about 10-day to 2-week intervals. During both years,
backwaters were well maintained by flows after runoff. At the end of the runoff in 1993, sediment
concentration was at its lowest point of the 2 years. The model was also operated for 5 years of
simulated hydrographs from river operations model output to represent five different hydrograph
scenarios and four sediment concentrations. The sediment concentration patterns used represented
alow-sediment concentration year similar to 1993 at Shiprock and Montezuma Creek, representing
upstream and downstream differences, and arelatively high concentration pattern. These patterns
were chosen to demonstrate the differencesin yearsand reflect the normal upstream-to-downstream
gaininsediment. The concentrationsused areshownin Table 3.35. Disregarding storm peaks, they
represent the range of expected concentrations during spring runoff in the San Juan River. The
results of the modeling runs are summarized in Table 3.36. Resultsare shown only for Montezuma
Creek. Sand Island results are similar, except the volume of removed sediment is less because the
backwater was smaller. Maintenance was characterized as excellent, good, fair, or poor. Because
results of the two low and two high sediment concentrations were similar, a qualitative evaluation
was indicated for the two main categories only, not for the upstream or downstream conditions. In
nearly al cases, the backwater was maintained at maximum depth during the runoff period, usually
by peak flow conditions, and then partial refilling occurred on the descending limb. While flushing
usually began at flows lower than 5,000 cfs, it became more effective at higher flows; therefore,
5,000 cfsis used as the threshold condition for effective flushing. While duration required for
cleaning varies depending on the shape of the hydrograph and suspended sediment load, 3 weeks at
flows above 5,000 cfsis set as the minimum condition for full cleaning as an average condition,
assuming that the flow follows atypical increasing and decreasing pattern to allow for flows above
5,000 cfsfor the cleaning period.
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Figure 3.34. HEC-6 calibration results for Sand Island and Montezuma Creek.
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Figure 3.35. Modeling results with small change in grain size to demonstrate sensitivity.

From the empirical survey data and modeled results, several preliminary conclusions can be made:
(2) main channel flowsabove 4,000 cfsinitiateflushing, but effective flushing occursat about 5,000
cfs, (2) if flows do not exceed 5,000 cfs, more time is required for adequate flushing, (3) shorter
descending limb duration resultsin less refilling and better maintained backwaters after runoff, (4)
short duration, steep ascending limbsto relatively high peaks (approximately 9,000 to 10,000 cfs),
combined with steep descending limbs, maximize backwater maintenance for the volume of water
required compared with more-extended runoff with lower peaks.
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Table3.35. Sediment concentrations (parts per million (ppm))used in HEC-6 simulations.

Low High
Upstream Downstream Upstream Downstream
190 300 550 800
May 17 - May 31 - ppm 275 415 750 1,050
May 31 - June 10 - ppm 170 450 1,050 1,300
June 10 - June 20 - ppm 110 170 400 460
June 20 - June 27 - ppm 70 130 150 200
June 27 - July 31 - ppm 20 30 150 100

Table 3.36. Summary of HEC-6 modeling results for Montezuma Creek site.
1997 1995 1993 1976 1970 1960 1937 1930

Nose - weeks 4 0 10 0 0 0 6 0
Ascending limb - weeks 4 10 4 5 2 4 2 4
Descending limb - weeks 4 5 4 2 6 1 6 4
Peak flow - cfs 11,900 12,000 10,000 8,900 8,800 9,500 9,200 10,000
Begin cleaning flow - cfs 4,500 4,000 4,000 3,800 3,800 3,900 4,600 4,000
Weeks to maximum cleaning 3 5 10 2 2 2 3 2.5
Results - low concentration n/a n/a n/a good good excell. good good
Results - high concentration n/a n/a n/a poor poor excell. fair poor
Results - actual concentration good good good n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a
Sediment concentration mod. low low n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a

It is important to note that location in the system may influence the effectiveness of backwater-
maintenanceflows. Thebackwaters measured and modeled inthisdiscussion arelocatedin Reach 3
and are subject to heavy sediment inflow. Backwatershigher inthe system may clean faster because
they receive less sediment inflow. In 1998, two additional backwaters will be modeled in Reach 5
to assessany differenceinsitelocale. Also, additional calibration datawill be collected to refinethe
modeling process. As with other flow recommendations, additional monitoring is required, and
future modification may be warranted.

Channel Morphology Response Summary

During the 7-year research flow period, channel cross-section surveysindicated aslight increasein
channel depth and channel capacity in response to the increase in spring runoff volume and
magnitude, regaining some of the cross-sectional arealost after closure of Navajo Dam. Bankfull
capacity in Reaches 3 to 6 (below Farmington, New Mexico) may have increased by as much as
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12%. Most of this change occurred by 1995, with relative stability since that time. Most of this
increase in channel capacity isaresult of removal of sand from the streambed. Relatively little net
cobble loss (about 10% of the total loss) has occurred. There has been no appreciable change in
channel complexity as measured by the number of islands present at base flow as a result of the
research flows, although channel complexity didincreaseafter flowsexceeded 10,000 cfsfor 11 days
in 1995.

At some locations, cobble transport occurs at flows as low as 2,500 cfs. Cobble movement to and
from cross-sectionsgenerally increased with increased flows, but movement isnot highly correl ated
to any single hydrologic parameter. A combination of hydrologic conditions, including peak flow
magnitude and days above 10,000, 8,000, 5,000, and 2,500 cfs, explains about 70% of the variation
in scour and deposition of cobble at the cross-sections, although the correlation is not statistically
significant at the 95% level because of the limited degrees of freedom.

Bankfull channel capacity below Farmington is about 8,000 cfs, with some overbank flows aslows
as 7,100 cfs. Cobble transport modeling in the San Juan River only marginally supports observed
cobble transport, but given the approximations in modeling and potential measurement error, there
isnot large disagreement between observed and modeled conditions. Based on the combination of
the modeling results and measurement of cobble movement, flows above 8,000 cfs for a minimum
of 8 days arelikely necessary for reconstruction or replacement of cobble barsin the system. Flows
of about 2,500 cfsfor 10 days or more are adequateto devel op clean cobblefor spawning and should
be provided regularly (at least once every two years). Bars erode slowly, so flows above 8,000 cfs
areneeded lessregularly thanthesmaller reshaping flows. For channel maintenance purposes, flows
should exceed 8,000 cfs for 8 days with an average frequency of 1 year in 3 years. Periodic flows
above 10,000 cfs are helpful in maintaining channel complexity, providing new cobble sources for
subsequent bar construction, and maintaining floodplain integrity. Frequency of theseflowsisless
critical than that of maintenance flows, and a lower frequency is desirable if it will allow greater
effectiveness of high flows. A duration of 5 dayswith an average recurrence frequency of 1 yearin
5 yearsis suggested by the empirical data and is consistent with mimicry of a natural hydrograph
when considering the historical loss of channel capacity. Periods of high flow following low-flow
years are important to the maintenance of the geomorphology of the system.

Kondolf and Wilcock (1996) suggested that providing channel maintenanceflowsof magnitudesthat
transport both sand and gravel may not achieve the objective of reducing the sand content of the bed
and may result in loss of coarse sediment from the system. Analysis of the data for the San Juan
River does not indicate either condition as a problem with the flows recommended. Percent cobble
substrate hasincreased with time, cobbleisabundant in the system, the cobble bars surveyed do not
appear to be degrading, and open interstitial spaceis consistently maintained. Transport conditions
necessary to remove fine sediment from the system occur for much longer durations and at greater
frequency than those required to transport cobble. Supplying cobble mobilization flows 1 year in 3
years is only a dlight increase from post-dam conditions, a period that indicated a slight loss of
channel capacity. Whileitisnot likely that the concern suggested by Kondolf and Wilcock (1996)
isaproblem in the San Juan River, continued monitoring will be required to identify if a problem
occurs and to adjust flow recommendations accordingly.
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Backwaters in the San Juan River typically flush at flows above 4,000 to 5,000 cfs. When limited
flow is available, the most-effective hydrograph scenario is one of a rapid ascending limb to a
relatively high magnitude peak, followed by a rapid descending limb. For full flushing of
backwaters, flows should be maintained above 5,000 cfsfor 3 weeks or more, assuming arelatively
natural hydrographwith apeak of 1.5to 2.5timesthislevel. If flowsaremaintained at or near 5,000
cfs, substantially longer times are needed for flushing. While backwaters are not totally lost when
flushing flows are inadequate, they are diminished in size and quality. Frequency of achieving
flushing conditions will be influenced by the level of sediment accumulation in the prior years and
the availability of water to achieve peak flows above 5,000 cfsfor 3 weeks. Peaks between about
3,000 and 4,000 cfs may actually increase the filling of backwaters during runoff and should be
avoided if possible.

While the flow conditions discussed here are based upon the response of the geomorphology, they
form the basis of natural hydrograph mimicry, acondition that is desirable in restoration of habitat
for native fishes (see discussion in Chapter 1). Application of the rates, durations, and frequencies
represented here provides for a hydrograph shape and annual variability that is similar to natural
conditions.

Suspended Sediment Sampling

Sampling Results

The suspended sediment concentrations at Farmington, Shiprock, Four Corners and Montezuma
Creek sampling sitesare plotted agai nst discharge on Figures 3.36 through 3.39, respectively, for the
1992-1998 sampling period. Utilizing thisfull dataset for each of these gagesdemonstratesthe poor
correlation between suspended sediment concentration and discharge for the San Juan River. These
datawere aso plotted with the 1963-1980 daily data for the San Juan River near Bluff (located at
Mexican Hat) in Figure 3.40 (no spot samples included).

Variability and range of sediment concentration from these data sets are similar to the historic data,
although the averageisin thelow side of the historic range. Sincethe sampling design wasto avoid
storm events, the shift to the low side of the historic datais expected. When including the spot data
that includes storm influenced concentrations, the ranges more closely match. The data do not
suggest a shift in sediment concentration since 1980.

In an attempt to develop a sediment-discharge rating curve for the San Juan River, to assess the
sediment transport capacity, an attempt was made to filter out any storm influenced data from the
full dataset. Infiltering these samples, any sample that was considered to beinfluenced by astorm
event in the previous 10 days was removed. The results for Four Corners and Montezuma Creek
appear in Figures 3.41 and 3.42, showing the relationships for pre-peak and post-peak conditions.
Evenwith thisfiltering, no statistically significant rel ationship exists, although thereis an apparent
difference between ascending and descending limbs of the hydrograph. To demonstrate the storm
influence on sediment concentration, the Four Corners data were plotted together with the
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Figure 3.36. Suspended sediment vs flow for the San Juan River at Farmington,
1992-1998.
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Figure 3.37. Suspended sediment vs flow for the San Juan River at Shiprock,
1992-1998.
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Figure 3.38. Suspended sediment vs flow for the San Juan River at Four Corners,
1992-1998.
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Figure 3.39. Suspended sediment vs flow for the San Juan River at Montezuma Creek,
1992-1998.
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Figure 3.41. Suspended sediment vs flow for the San Juan River at Four
Corners, 1992-1998, for non-storm influenced samples.
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hydrograph in Figure 3.43. The storm event influence can be seen by the extreme elevation in
sediment concentration during increases in flow. In some cases, a very small increase in flow
resulted in a large increase in sediment concentration due to the high concentration of tributary
inflow. During one sampling trip, the sediment concentration in Chinle Wash was over 13% with
aflow of 170 cfs. That one tributary increased the sediment concentration in the San Juan River
below that point by 3700 ppm.

Dueto the myriad of inflow points and the impracticality of measuring all theinflow concentrations
on asufficiently high frequency to allow computing mass balance, it was not possible to compare
sediment transport to change in cross-section. The data collected have been used in fine sediment
transport analysis for prediction of backwater flushing requirements.

DISCUSSION

Historic Analysis of Fluvial Morphology

Typicaly, wethink of adesireto restore ariver to its “natural” function through such activities as
habitat restoration and mimicry of a natural hydrograph. In the case of the San Juan River,
determining what this“natural” function wasisdifficult. No quantitative dataand little qualitative
data are available prior to the early part of the 20" century, yet the impact of man in the basin was
strongly felt by then. The condition of theriver inthe 1930's when our earliest quantitative dataare
availableislikely not the condition to which wewould desire restoration. The lower portion of the
river, including the canyon, was heavily sediment laden. There was no stability to the channel and
most of the cobble was probably buried in 0.3 to 2.0 meters of sand.

By the early 1950's when the next aerial photography was available, not only had there been a
significant shift in suspended sediment load in the system, alowing the channel to scour the sand
from the system and form a more defined channel, but invasion of tamarask had begun, with
substantial establishment by this period. The smaller, stabler channel was quite different than the
1930's channel. The larger, stabler islands likely led to more stability in the complex habitats
typically associated with islands and the secondary channel system became more developed,
especialy inthelower threereaches. Thiswaslikely apositive devel opment, although the depletion
of water in the summer for irrigation led to extremely low flows in these reaches which was likely
detrimental .

By the time Navajo dam was constructed in the early 1960's, the channel had stabilized even more,
although the mean bankfull channel width wasabout the sameasadecadeearlier. With stabilization
came aloss of channel complexity with fewer and smaller islands. Theloss of bankfull islandsis
somewhat perplexing. It is possible that vegetation encroached into the shallower secondary
channels during this drier than normal period. At high flows there would have been flooding, but
possibly inadequate stream power to remove the tamarask, resulting in asimpler bankfull channel.
Ontheaerial photos, the vegetated secondarieswould not have been includedinthebankfull channel
area.
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Between the early 1960's and 1988, the channel became much smaller, but in the process, gained
significant island areaand island count. Since the bankfull channel arealost is almost equal to the
island areagained, it appearsthat previous sand and cobbl e barsbecame vegetated during thisperiod
of reduced spring peak flows. The channel is much more stable and is now heavily armored with
Russian Olive along most of itscourse. Thelossof bankfull channel capacity, estimated at between
15% and 30%, now requires lessflow for channel maintenance and out-of-bank conditions occur at
reduced flows.

The effect of introducing higher spring flows into this channel has resulted in a small increase in
channel capacity, with channel complexity remainingrelatively constant. Thehigher flowsdislodge
Russian olive trees along the banks, adding debris piles and habitat complexity.

Since no habitat mapping was completed prior to this research period, the actual change in aguatic
habitat is not known. Nor is it known which of the channel conditions would be best for the
endangered and other native fish.

Geomorphological Characterization

The eight geomorphological reaches identified alow analysis of system response to changed in
hydrology to beanalyzed on afiner resol ution than considering theentireriver. Further, sub-reaches
are identified that can be utilized across all research studies to the extent that the boundaries are
useful. The sub-reach definitions are based on characteristics that are distinct in terms of
geomorphology and habitat, rather than arbitrary, or non-quantitative. To better relate the data
presented in the analysisaboveto the conditionsin thefield, thefollowing narrative descriptionsare
provided:

Reach 1. (RM 0 to 16, Lake Powell confluence to near Slickhorn Canyon) has been heavily
influenced by the backwater effect and fluctuating reservoir levels of Lake Powell. Fine sediment
has been deposited to a depth of about 40 ft in the lowest end of the reach since the reservoir first
filled in 1980. This deposition of suspended sediment into the delta-like environment of the
river/reservoir transition has created the lowest-gradient reach in the river. Thisreach is canyon
bound with an active sand bottom. The thalweg meanders in the sand bottom, alternately creating
scour (deep runs to sand shoals) and deposition (sandbars) along the thalweg at all discharges. At
low flow (below 1,000 cubic feet per second (cfs)), backwaters form in mainchannel sandbars. At
flows above 1,000 cfs, backwaters form in tributary mouths and invaginations in the canyon walls,
and mainchannel backwaters are lost as the low sandbars are inundated. While this reach has the
highest abundance (surface areaper RM) of backwaters among the reaches studied, the backwaters
are highly unpredictable and ephemera due to the shifting thalweg, changing river flow, and
fluctuating reservoir elevations that vary seasonally and annually.

Reach 2: (RM 17 to 67, near Slickhorn Canyon to confluence with Chinle Creek) is aso canyon
bound but is located above the influence of Lake Powell. The gradient in this reach is higher than
in either adjacent reach and the fourth highest in the system. The channel is primarily bedrock
confined and is influenced by debris fans at ephemeral tributary mouths. Riffle-type habitat
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dominates, and the mgjor rapids in the San Juan River occur in this reach. Due to the steeper
gradient, narrow canyon bottom, and low sinuosity, backwater habitats are small and scarcein this
reach. Low-velocity habitats are primarily created as sand deposits in eddies below debris fans.
While sandbar-associated backwatersarefound, they are often associated with either debrisfan/eddy
complexes or eddy deposits below shoreline colluvium. Some oil development exists within an
isolated area of floodplain in this reach, near the town of Mexican Hat, Utah.

Reach 3: (RM 68to 105, Chinle Creek to Aneth, Utah) is characterized by higher sinuosity, lower
gradient (second lowest), broad floodplain, multi-threaded channel, high island count, and high
percentage of sand substrate. Thisreach hasthe second highest density of backwater habitats after
spring peak flows, but isextremely vulnerable to change during summer and fall storm events, after
which thisreach may have the second lowest density of backwaters. Asaresult, thisreach hasbeen
deemed the most highly responsive reach to extreme discharge events. While cobbleis present in
thisreach, it isfrequently mixed with sand. Areasof clean cobble are usually small and ephemeral.
The active channel results in a large number of organic debris piles at lower flow created by
dislodged Russian olive trees.

Reach 4: (RM 107 to 130, Aneth, Utah, to below the “Mixer”) isatransitional reach between the
upper cobble-dominated reaches and the lower sand-dominated reaches. It has the most bedrock
contact of any reach. Sinuosity is moderate compared to other reaches, asis gradient. Island area
ishigher thanin Reach 3 but lower thanin Reach 5, and thevalley isnarrower than in either adjacent
reach. Total water surface areais somewhat less at al flows than in the adjacent reaches. River
banks are more stable in this reach than in Reach 3, and about the same as in Reaches 5 and 6.
Backwatersin this reach are subject to perturbation from summer and fall storm events, but Reach
4 is not considered as responsive as Reach 3. Backwater habitat abundance islow overal in this
reach (third lowest among reaches) and there is little clean cobble. Perturbation of secondary
channels due to summer and fall storm discharges is a problem in this reach. One perennial
tributary, the Mancos River, enters the San Juan River in this reach.

Reach 5: (RM 131to 154, the*“Mixer” to just below Hogback Diversion) is predominantly multi-
threaded with the largest total wetted area (TWA) and largest secondary channel area of any of the
reaches. Secondary channelstend to belonger and more stable than in Reach 3 but fewer in number
overal. Riparian vegetation is more dense in this reach than in lower reaches but |ess dense than
upper reaches. Cobble and gravel are more common in channel banks than sand, and clean cobble
areas are more abundant than in lower reaches. Channel gradient in Reach 5 is steeper than in all
lower reaches but flatter than Reaches6 and 7. Thisisthelowermost reach where adjacent irrigated
lands and irrigation return flow influence riparian vegetation and bank stability, and contribute to
groundwater accretion. Theriver valley is broadest in this reach. One perennial tributary, Chaco
Wash, enters the San Juan River in thisreach. Thisisthe lowermost reach containing a diversion
dam (Cudei). This reach is much less subject to perturbation of backwaters and spawning bars
during summer and fall storm events than the lower reaches, especially in the upper portion of the
reach.
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Reach 6: (RM 155 to 180, below Hogback Diversion to confluence with the Animas River) is
predominately a single channel, with 50 percent fewer secondary channels than Reaches 3, 4, or 5.
Cobble and gravel substrates dominate, and cobble bars with clean interstitial space are more
abundant in this reach than in any other. Irrigated land adjoins the river for the full length of this
reach, often on both sides of theriver. There arefour diversion dams that may impede fish passage
in thisreach (Figure 2.1). Backwater habitat is low in abundance in this reach, with only Reach 2
having less. Gradient isthe second steepest of all reaches, although about 10 percent of theelevation
change occurs at the diversion dams, making the effective slope about the same asthat in Reach 5.
Two tributariesenter in thisreach: the LaPlataRiver which carrieslittle water to the San Juan River
except during runoff, and the Animas River which isthe largest tributary to the San Juan River in
thestudy area. A thirdtributary, the Ojo Amarillo, isnaturally ephemeral but iseffectively perennial
at present due to irrigation return flow. Irrigation return flow influences riparian vegetation and
groundwater accretion in thisreach. The channel has been altered by dike construction in severa
areasto control lateral channel movement and overbank flow.

Reach 7: (RM 181 to 213, Animas River confluence to between Blanco and Archuleta, New
Mexico) is similar to Reach 6 in terms of channel morphology, with about the same secondary
channel count, TWA, and valley width. Irrigated land adjoins most of thisreach on both sidesof the
river, and groundwater accretion contributes to an increase in grass understory. The river channel
is very stable in this reach. The reduction in magnitude of peak flows with the construction of
Navajo Dam caused areduction in overall shear stress and areduced ability to move large-grained
embedded cobble. 1n addition, much of the river bank has been stabilized and/or diked to control
lateral movement of the channel and overbank flow. While the dominant substrate typeis cobble,
armoring has occurred that, coupled with the bank armoring and grassunderstory, limitsavailability
of new cobble sources within this reach. Water temperature in this reach is influenced by the
hypolimnetic release from Navajo Dam and is colder during the summer and warmer in the winter
than the natural river. Sediment load is aso reduced due to the sediment-trapping influence of the
dam and limited tributary influence resulting in relatively clear water compared to downstream
reaches.

Reach 8: (RM 213 to 224) isthe most directly influenced by Navajo Dam, whichis situated at its
uppermost end (RM 224). This reach is predominantly a single channel, with only four to eight
secondary channels, depending on the flow. This reach has the lowest number and TWA of
secondary channels of any reach above the lower canyon (Reaches 1 and 2). Thevalley narrowsin
thisreach, with lessirrigation influence and less artificial stabilization of the channel. Cobbleisthe
dominant substrate type, and because lateral channel movement isless confined in thisreach, some
loose, clean cobble sources are available from channel banks. In the upper end of the reach just
below the dam, the channel has been heavily modified by excavation of material used in dam
construction, thus also modifying gradient and channel morphology. In addition, the upper 6.2 mi
of thisreach above Gubernador Canyon are essentially sediment free, resulting in the clearest water
of any reach. Because of Navagjo Dam, this area experiences much colder summer and warmer
winter temperatures. Thesecool, clear water conditionshave allowed development of anintensively
managed blue-ribbon trout fishery to the exclusion of the native speciesin the uppermost portion of
the reach.
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River Geometry Analysis

The response of the river to the test flows is best seen in the response in the cross-sections
established for this study. The model developed for scour as a function of the previous year’s
deposition and the total volume of flow during the runoff period is significant and describes 95% of
thevariability inscour at the RT transects, considering the average changefor all cross-sections. The
dataand the model both indicate that theriver is approaching anew dynamic equilibrium, witha7 -
10% increase in channel cross-sectional area. While not all cross-sections respond the same, the
deviations from this model are explained by the conditions at the individual transects.

The mixer and debris field transects are more variable, as would be expected from their locations.
However, these transects also show a general trend of scour with time.

To put this change in perspective in the long term, channel response at USGS gage locations were
examined. At both the Farmington and Shiprock gages, the historic changes have been greater than
anything measured at the transects. During the test flow period, the Shiprock gage shows atrend
similar to the study transects, with aninitial scour and then relative stability. The Farmington gage
did not show any change in trend due to the restored flows. This gage has been in ageneral trend
of deposition since 1942 and that trend is continuing, with alarge gravel bar building down from the
bridge that is just upstream of the gage. In the case of both gages, the variation in average bed
elevation from year to year is less after the dam. However, the dam does not appear to have
influenced the general trend at either gage.

Along with the changein bed el evation has come an increase in the percent of cobble substrate with
the higher flows. Thisis especialy true following runoff. Much of the exposed cobble is again
covered with sand during the non-runoff period, only to be exposed again during runoff. The
increase in cobble substrate could lead to increased primary productivity in the system with time.

The relatively strong (r> = 82%) correlation between scour and days with flow above 5,000 cfs
indicatesthe ability of these flowsto move sediment from the main channel. Other correlationsare
not strong or are not significant.

The analysis of cobble movement vs flowrate, indicates that some cobble moves, especialy in the
higher gradient areas over bars, at 2,500 cfsor less. Since no measurements were taken in periods
when the flow did not exceed 2,500 cfs, it has been assumed that 2,500 cfs is the threshold for
moving cobbleto provide openinterstitial spaceonexisting bars. Itislikely that somecobblemoves
at flowslower than 2,500 cfs on many bars, but the dataare not available to verify that hypothesis.
While the 2,500 cfs may be considered a conservative (high) estimate of the required flow, the
amount of cobble movement below 2,500 cfs would likely diminish the available clean cobble for
spawning. Sincethisis not a particularly difficult flow to achieve, sufficient cobble movement to
provide suitable spawning occurs nearly every year.
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Thetrend of cumulative scour at the cross-sections suggeststhe potential for channel simplification
as secondary channels areisolated at lower flows. Analysisof thetrend inisland count at low flow
through 1994 suggested that some simplification was occurring. In 1995, thistrend reversed, with
an increase in islands in response to out-of-bank flows. Since the island count has seen no net
change over thetest period, channel simplificationisnot likely to occur with mimicry of the natural
hydrograph, as long as periodic out-of-bank flows occur. Since this conclusion is based on a short
period of record, continued monitoring is recommended to verify that the channel is not being
simplified.

The scour that has occurred has resulted in an increase in bankfull channel capacity of about 12%
over the research period to an average flow of about 8,000 cfs. Since the bankfull channel areais
still much lessthan during pre-dam conditions, the historic bankfull capacity waslikely greater than
8,000 cfs, athough now measurements have been made to quantify the historic bankfull discharge.

Cobble Bar Characterization

Characterization of cobble barsin the San Juan River indicates that there are multiplelocations that
have characteristics similar to the Yampa spawning bar in terms of cobble size distribution,
suggesting that they are suitablefor spawning aswell. Cobble bar sampling fromRM 76to RM 173
indicated that the size of cobble does not change with distancedownriver inthe barssampled. Since
the channel gradient and discharge do not change appreciably in the area studied, the consistency of
cobble sizeis not surprising.

Also not surprising is the finding that the bars increase in the depth of open interstitial space with
distance up-river. The finding coincides with the geomorphological characterization and habitat
mapping that indicate an increase in abundance of sand substrate with distance downstream..

Whiletheareaof barsthat contain appreciable depth of open interstitial space changesfrom year-to-
year in response to cleaning and subsequent filling by sediment laden storm events, in all years
surveyed, areas of open interstitial space in excess of two mean cobble diametersexisted. The area
diminished in years of low runoff or in situations of storm events occurring before the survey was
completed, but was always present.

Based on an assumption that open interstitial depth of 2 mean cobble diameters is adequate for
spawning, it appears that in all survey years suitable gravelsin locations that exhibit the physical
characteristics associated with spawning in 1994 were available for locations above RM 131.
Conditions below RM 131 are less suitable, but not proven to be inadequate.

Flows to Support Cobble Transport

Based on the results of the studies conducted to date, it is concluded that sufficient local cobble
movement exists to provide some clean cobble for spawning with flows of 2,500 cfs or higher for
aduration of at least 10 days prior to spawning. Thethreshold flow of 2,500 cfsis determined from
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datain Table 3.22 indicating cobble movement at flows at or below 2,500 cfs. The 10-day duration
is based on qualitative assessment of the datain Table 3.22, coupled with field observation of bar
reshaping. Duration of flowsat about 2,500 cfsfor aslittle as 1 day indicate cobble movement, but
there were extended periods at marginally lower flows, as these conditions typically occurred
between the summer and following spring measurements. The March to July 1996 period
demonstrated substantial cobble movement with 36 days above 2,500 cfs, and March to May 1994
indicated large cobble movement in the Mixer with 14 days above 2,500 cfs, although flows
exceeded 5,000 cfsfor thisperiod. Whileno dataprecisely indicate the minimum required duration,
the 10-day duration was selected as the minimum threshold because it falls within the results
summarized above and is considered reasonable based on field observation. Longer durations at
somewhat lower flows may serve the same function as indicated by the pre-runoff conditions in
1996, but there is insufficient information to conclude threshold conditions lower than 2,500 cfs.

The bankfull flow of 8,000 cfs was selected as the flow required for cobble transport and bar
building based on model results of the four research reaches reported in Table 3.31, and flow
calculations at the RT cross-sections; it isqualitatively supported by the decreaseinisland areaand
count at flows somewhere between 6,500 and 7,700 cfs (Figure 3.29). Examination of the cobble
movement data reported in Table 3.22 suggests an 8-day duration as appropriate for the minimum
duration necessary for bar-building cobbletransport. Thisminimum durationisbased onthechannel
cross-section data indicating measurable cobble movement with as few as 3 days at 8,000 cfs and
substantial cobble movement after 13 days. The two durations were averaged to arrive at the
recommended value. Theflow/duration criteriawereanalyzed for adequacy of channel maintenance
by examining historical conditions sincethe closure of Navajo Dam. During thistime period, cross-
section surveys indicated a narrowing and deepening of the channel, especially inthe higher reaches
(5 and 6), with arecurrence frequency of about 1 year in 4 years for flows of 8,000 cfsfor 8 days.
Since some channel capacity was lost under these conditions, an increase in the average frequency
of bankfull flowsis needed to prevent further lost capacity and possibly assist in restoring some of
the capacity already lost. An average recurrence frequency of 1 year in 3 years (33%) will increase
the frequency of conditions necessary for maintenance of channel capacity. Therefore, 8,000 cfsfor
8 days with an average recurrence frequency of 1 year in 3 years are the conditions recommended
for cobble bar construction and channel maintenance. From a sediment-transport and channel-
mai ntenance standpoint, thefull range of flowsfrom 2,500 cfsthrough 10,000 cfs playsanimportant
role. Mimicking anatural hydrograph that includesflowsin thisrangeisnecessary. Just providing
the conditions required at 8,000 cfs would be inadequate and could lead to channel simplification
and armoring over time. Because of the short period of study, monitoring should continueto verify
these relationships.

Flows above 10,000 cfs are recommended periodically for maintaining channel complexity and
floodplainintegrity. Theresponse of islandsto flows shown in Figure 3.29 indicatesthat flowsless
than 10,000 cfs (1992 to 1994) may result in channel simplification with time unless combined with
higher flows that develop new secondary channels and islands through overbank flow (1995).
Examination of the flow record indicates a duration of 6 days at Bluff and 11 days at Four Corners,
with aresulting increase in islands above pre-research period levels providing conditionsthat were
morethan adequatefor maintenance of channel complexity. High flowsarethe most-altered portion
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of the natural hydrograph in the San Juan River. Historically, these flows have played amajor role
in floodplain development. While all the mechanisms of importance have not been identified and
quantified during the research period, the general paradigm of natural flow mimicry would not be
met without restoration of these higher flowsto some degree. Therefore, a conservative threshold
requirement of 5 days at or above 10,000 cfswas selected for purposes of natural flow mimicry and
maintenance of channel complexity.

The cobble bar maintenance flow (2,500 cfs) should occur at afrequency sufficient to ensure long-
term reproductive success of the species of interest. The cobble bar construction flow (8,000 cfs)
isneeded less frequently if bars are maintained (cleaned and reworked) on aregular interval. Data
suggest that the bars can be reworked to provide clean cobblefor several yearswithout the necessity
of reconstruction or replacement. Channel maintenance requirementsindicatean averagerecurrence
of 1 year in 3 years for flows above 8,000 cfs. The 10,000-cfs flow condition is not required as
frequently. Historically, it had been 8 years between the occurrence of these conditions (1987 and
1995). Looking at the potential for channel complexity deterioration indicated in Figure 3.29, the
required average recurrence frequency for maintenance of channel complexity and floodplain
integrity was determined to be 5 years. During the pre-dam period, the 10,000-cfs flow conditions
were met 39% of thetime (4 yearsin 10, vs. 2 yearsin 10 in this recommendation). The reduction
in channel capacity that has occurred since the closure of Navajo Dam allows alower frequency of
achieving these conditions. Given the short duration of the studies upon which these
recommendationsare based, future refinement of the recommendationswill likely be necessary, thus
requiring an adaptive management approach.

Low Velocity Habitat Maintenance - Measurement of Change in
Sand/Cobble Bars

During the course of the research period, no relationship was developed between spring runoff
conditions and bedform structural change influencing backwater formation. Studies of bar change
did not indicatearel ationship between bar height and peak runoff magnitude or volumefor therange
of flows tested, likely because most peak flows were at or above bankfull where stage and shear
stress change little with change in flow. Further, alarge percentage of backwaters are associated
with secondary channel or tributary mouths. Therefore, the structural studies concentrated on
backwater cleaning processes.

Detailed monitoring and modeling of fine sediment transport in two secondary channel associated
backwaters indicated flows must be in the 4,000 - 5,000 cfs range to initiate cleaning. Further,
flushing isimproved by longer durations and higher magnitudes of spring flows. Both backwaters
begin to refill with sediment on the descending limb of the hydrograph. Modeling indicated that
stegper descending limbs tended to limit the amount of deposition. Summer storm events can fill
inthesebackwatersduring heavily perturbating (multi ple sediment laden storm eventsin one season)
years. Modeling is very sensitive to sediment concentration and grain size distribution, making it
difficult to accurately predict performancein anon-calibration year. So far, each year analyzed has
required a separate calibration, with low accuracy of predicted results. For accurate modeling, at
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least daily sediment concentration and size distribution would be required. It also may be that
sediment transport through the secondary channel forming the backwater has less course material
that would result from the bedload in the main channel due to the elevated nature of the inlets of
most of these secondary channels. Calibration shows that finer sediment size than measured in the
main channel isrequired to achieve amatch with measured channel conditions. For modeling to be
effective, more intense sediment concentration data would be needed and possibly a more robust
model. The conclusions here are based most strongly on the monitoring data and response to flows
rather than the modeling results.

Suspended Sediment Analysis

In any study of fluvial morphology it is desirableto be ableto measure sediment inflow and outflow
to determine the sediment balance. Whilethisis possible for non-storm influenced periodsin the
San Juan, it is not practical to measure all the inflows required in the San Juan River due to the
numerous inflows. The sediment data collected did indicate that the concentrations measured fall
within the range of historic sampling, although averages were on the low side of the historic mean
Thiscould represent ashift to lower sediment concentrations, or indicate asampling bias asthe non-
runoff period was not sampled.

Sufficient analyses have been completed to now that the system is heavily perturbated by summer
and fall storm runoff events, where measured tributary inflow concentrations of total suspended

solids (tss) have been as great as 130,000 ppm (13%). These heavy sediment contributions lead to
reduced backwater habitat quality and require more frequent flushing to maintain system health.

CONCLUSIONS

History of Fluvial Morphology

. There has been substantial change in the geomorphology of the San Juan River since the
early 1930's.

. Much of thischangeisassociated with changein suspended sediment load and intheriparian
vegetation community and density.

. A portion of the change, especially in the reduction of channel capacity, has occurred as a
result of the modified hydrology as aresult of the operation of Navajo Dam

. Datado not exist to determine if the habitat conditions for the fish are better or worse today

than at other times in history for the habitat range that is presently available. Given the
change in available range, it is clear that there has been a significant overall reduction in

available habitat.
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Change in Channel Morphology with Test Flows
. Test flows since 1991 have further modified the geomorphology net scour in the system
resulting in an increase in channel capacity of about 12%.
. Thisscour seemsto be stabilizing to anew dynamic equilibrium condition, although it istoo
soon to assure that thisis the case.
. The amount of scour is less than the normal range of scour and subsequent deposition that

has been observed at USGS gages over the past 50+ years, indicating that there will not be
catastrophic changein the channel asaresult of continued mimicry of anatural hydrograph.

. Flows at 2,500 cfs or greater transport sufficient cobble on the higher gradient portions of
bars to develop clean locations for spawning. A duration of 10 days is adequate, with
frequencies sufficient to support regular spawning required.

. Flows greater than 5,000 cfs are associated with scour at the cross-sections measured, with
the amount of scour being moderately correlated to days above 5,000 cfs. It isassessed that
flowsof 5,000 cfsor morefor 21 days are adequate to clean backwaters and these conditions
should exist at least every other year, on average.

. Bankfull channel capacity is estimated to average about 8,000 cfs between Farmington and
Bluff, representing an increase of about 12% during the research period

Cobble Bar Characterization

. Cobble bars exist in the system that appear to have conditions suitable for spawning. The
conditions are better above RM 131 than below and are comparable to conditions on the
Y ampa spawning bar.

. There appearsto be ability to transport cobble through low gradient reaches of the system to
maintain a sediment balance, although this transport likely occurs at alow rate on average,
with local, periodic high rates of transport for short distances.

Low Velocity Habitat Creation and Maintenance

. Surveys of two main channel sand/gravel bars associated with backwaters indicate that the
barswereerosional in natureand that high flows created scour along the margin and eventual
loss of the backwaters.

. Increased flows did not increase the height of the bars, which did not change appreciably
over the course of the study period. Thisfinding is counter to findingsin the Green River.
Since most peak flows were at or above bankfull, the actual stage did not change markedly
from year to year, explaining the reason for the limit on bar height.

. Bar heightin Reach 1 didincrease, but inresponseto Lake Powell el evation rather than stage
during runoff. Geomorphology of theriver in Reach 1 appearsto asinfluenced by lakelevel
as discharge.
. Maintenance of backwaters occurring at the mouths of isolated secondary channelsisrelated
to flows above 5,000 cfs, the approximate threshold flow for initiation of flushing of these
backwaters.
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. These backwaters tend to scour through runoff and refill on the descending limb and during
subsequent sediment laden storm events. Steeper descending limbs and longer peak runoff
favor cleaner backwaters.

Suspended Sediment Analysis

. Suspended sediment concentration appears to be similar to historic conditions and is
typically higher during summer storm events than during spring runoff. Summer storms of
small magnitude can generate high sediment concentrations when they originate in small,
unprotected watersheds in the lower portion of the basin.

. It was not possible to compute a sediment balance for the study area due to the many small
tributaries that contribute large volumes of sediment during short duration storm events.
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